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title  6— agricultural  credit 

proposed  revision  of  United  States  Stand- 
Chapter  III— Farmers  Home  Adminls-  ards  for  Celery, 
tration,  Department  of  Agriculture  After  consideration  of  all  relevant  mat¬ 
ters  presented,  including  the  proposal  set 
Subchapter  G— Miscellaneous  Regulations  forth  in  the  aforesaid  notice,  the  fol- 

[FHA  Instruction  444.1)  lowing  United  States  Standards  for  Cel- 

«  «««  «  TT  ,  T...  -  ery  are  hereby  promulgated  pursuant  to 

Part  383— Farm  Housing  Loans  authority  contained  in  the  Agricul- 

REVisiON  IN  AGREEMENTS  WTITH  PRIOR  tural  Marketing  Act  of  1946  (60  Stat. 
.  LIENHOLDERS  1087  et  seq.,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C.  1621 

Paragraphs  <b)  and  (c)  of  {383.11,.  cl^seq.). 

Title  6,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (21  gkades 

P.  R.  3480)  are  combined  as  paragraph  si.seo,  u.  8.  Extra  No.  1. 

.(b)  and  revised  to  prescribe  changes  in  61.561  .u.  s.  Non. 
connection  with  obtaining  agreements  51.562  u.  s.  No.  2. 
with  prior  lienholders.  The  new  para¬ 
graph  (b)  reads  as  follows: 

!  383.11  Preparation  of  loan  docket,. 

00*  COUNT 

(b)  Agreements  with  prior  lienholders.  61.564  Requirements  as  to  count. 
Agreements  with  prior  lienholders  re-  appucation  of  tolesanc 

garding  enforcement  of  objectionable 

provisions  of  their  liens  or  giving  notice  AppIIcaUon  of  tolerances 

of  foreclosure  or  assignment  of  their  definitions 

liens,  or  both,  will  be  obtained  when  re-  51.566  stalk. 

Wired  by  5  307.2  (1)  (6)  of  this  chapter. 

(Sec.  510,  63  Stat.  437;  42  U.  S.  C.  1480)  61.669  Well  formed, 

a  o  «  V  «  61.570  Clean. 

Dated:  July  3, 1957.  61.671  Well  trimmed. 

[SEAL]  K.  H.  Hansen,  51-572  Compact. 

Administrator,  Damage. 

Farmers  Home  Administration.  pISy  weU  blanched. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  67-5765;  Piled,  July  16.  1957;  61.576  Mixed  blanch. 

8:45  a.  m.)  51.577  Average  midrib  length. 
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end  or  txyttom  of  the  container  to  within  cracks,  horizontal  cracks,  pithy  branches. 

inches  of  the  corresponding  opposite  seedst^ns.  dirt,  doubles,  wilting,  blight, 
side,  end  or  top  of  the  container.  Such  other  disease,  insects  or  mechanical  mr 
measurement  shall  not  include  the  bulge,  other  means.  Stalks  shall  be  green  un- 
In  any  container  when  stalk  length  is  less  specified  as  fairly  well  blanched,  or 
specified,  it  shall  be  the  minimum  length  mixed  blanch. 

in  terms  of  whole  inches  of  even  number,  (a)  Unless  otherwise  specified,  the 
as  12  inches,  14  inches,  etc.,  in  accord-  average  midrib  length  of  the  outer  whorl 
ance  with  the  facts.  *  of  branches  shall  be  not  less  than  4 

(c)  In  order  to  allow  for  variations  in-  inches, 
cident  to  proper  grading  and  handling,  <b>  Unless  otherwise  specified  in  con- 
the  following  tolerances  shall  be  per-  nection  with  the  grade,  stalks  shall  be  of 
mitted:  such  length  as  to  extend  from  one  side, 

(1)  For  defects.  10  percent,  by  count,  end  or  bottom  of  the  container  to  within 

in  any  lot  for  stalks  which  fail  to  meet  Wz  inches  of  the  corresponding  opposite 
the  requirements  of  the  grade,  including  side,  end  or  top  of  the  container.  Such 
therein  not  more  than  2  percent  for  soft  measurement  shall  not  include  the  bulge, 
rot;  In  any  container  when  stalk  length  is 

(2)  For  off-length  stalks.  5  percent,  specified,  it  shall  be  the  minimiun  length 

by  count,  in  any  lot  for  stallm  which  fail  in  terms  of  whole  inches  of  even  number, 
to  meet  the  minimum  length  required  or  as  12  inches!  14  inches,  etc.,  in  accord- 
specified;  and,  ance  with  the  facts. 

(3)  For  off-length  midribs.  5  percent,  (c)  In  order  to  allow  for  variations  in- 

by  count,  in  any  lot  for  stalks  which  fail  cident  to  proper  grading  and  handling, 
to  meet  the  requirements  as  to  average  the  following  tolerances  shall  be  per- 
midrib  length.  mitted: 

8  et  cRt  TT  Q  1  **TT  Q  Tj/i  1”  (1)  FoT  dcfects.  10  percent,  by  count, 

sists  of  stalks  of  celery  of  similar* varietal  ^e^u^enaLt? S^the^^dif^riu^m^ 
-characteristics  which  are  fairly  well  de- 

veloped,  fairly  well  formed,  well  trimmed.  Jof f  ^  ^  ^  percent  for  soft 

?rSS  <2)  For  off-length  stalks.  5  percent,. 

damage  caused  by  freezing,  growth  ^  ^Mmum°l^^reauir^or 

cracks,  horizontal  cracks,  pithy  branches,  length  required  or 

seedstems,  suckers,  dirt,  doubles,  wilting.  ^ 

Ki{nv,4-  /TfoaaeA  {noanfo  ^3)  FoT  off-lcngth  mtdnbs.  5  pcrcent, 

blight,  other  disease,  insects  or  mechani-  .  „  i  w  ...iTt..!.  #«4i 

cal  or  other  means.  Stalks  shall  be  green  count,  in  any  lot  for  stalks  which  fail 

unless  specified  as  fairly  well  blanched.  ^ 

or  mixed  blanch.  miono  lengin. 

(a)  Unless  otherwise  specified,  the  mvcLAssiriED 

5  51.563  VnclassiAed.  ••UncIassWed” 
of  branches  shall  be  not  less  than  6  consists  of  stalks  of  celery  which  have 

1  *1.  1  j  been  classified  in  accordance  with 

(b)  Unle®  otoerwise  sp^ed  in  ran-  any  of  the  foregoing  grades.  The  term 

necUon  with  the  grade  s^  shall  be  -unclassified”  is  not  a  grade  within  the 
of  such  tength  as  to  extend  from  one  ^e.  nieaning  of  these  standards  but  is  pro¬ 
end  or  ^ttom  m  the  container  to  witlra  as  a  designation  to  show  that  no 

inches  of  the  roirespon^g  opiate  ^as  been  applied  to  the  lot. 

Side,  end  or  top  of  the  container.  Such 

measurejnent  shall  not  include  the  bulge.  count 

In  any  container  when  stalk  length  is  §  51.564  Requirements  as  to  count. 
specified,  it  shall  be  the  minimum  length  (a)  The  number  of  stalks  of  celery  in 
in  terms  of  whole  inches  of  even  num-  the  container  may  be  specified  by  numer- 
ber,  as  12  inches,  14  inches,  etc.,  in  ac-  j^al  count  or  in  terms  of  dozens  or  half- 
cordance  with  the  facts.  dozens.  Variations  from  the  number 

(c)  In  order  to  allow  for  variations  in-  specified  shall  be  permitted  as  foUows: 
cident  to  proper  grading  and  handling.  Provided,  That  tiie  average  for  the  lot 
the  following  tolerances  shall'  be  per-  is  not  less  than  the  number  specified: 

mitted.  ^ _ x  1-  x  Spedfled  ntimber  Variations  permitted  in 

(1)  f^ordc/cc^.  10  percent,  by  count  *^per  pwkage:  individ^l  packages 

in  &ny  lot  for  st&lks  which  f&il  to  meet  24  st^ilcs  or  less.. l  stAik  wifttion. 

the  requirements  of  the  grade,  including  25  to  50  stalks,  inci _ 3  stalk  variation. 

therein  not  more  than  2  percent  for  soft  5i  to  70  stalks,  inci _ 4  stalk  variation. 

rot;  More  than  70  stalks _ _  6  stalk  variation. 

(2)  Fw  off -length  stalks.  5  application  of  toleranczs 

by  count,  m  any  lot  for  stalks  which  fail 

to  meet  the  mininrmm  length  required  or  5  51.565  Application  of  tolerances. 
specified;  and  (a) The  contents  of  individual  packages 

(3)  For  off-length  midnbs.  5  percent.  In  the  lot,  based  on  sample  inspection, 

by  count,  in  any  lot  for  stalks  which  fail  subject  to  the  following  limitations: 
to  meet  the  requirements  as  to  average  Provided,  That  the  averages  for  the  en- 
midrib  length.  tire  lot  are  within  the  tolerances  speci- 

fied  *  ' 

§51.562  U.S.N0.2.  "U.S.No.2’*con-  ({)  packages  which  contain  20 

sists  of  stol^  of  ^le^  of  similar  y^ietal  specimens  or  more  and  a  tolerance  of 
characteristics  which  are  reasonably  well  jq  percent  or  more  is  provided,  indi- 
developed,  reasonably  well  formed,  fairly  yidual  in  any  lot  may  contain 

well  trimmed  and  are  free  from  black-  not  more  than  one  and  one-half  times 
heart  and  soft  rot  and  free  from  serious  the  tolerance  specified.  For  packages 
,  damage  caused  by  freezing,  growth  which  contain  20  specimens  or  more  and 
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rot,  doubles  and  free  from  damage 
caused  by  freezing,  growth  cracks,  hori- 
sontal  cracks,  pithy  branches,  seedstems, 
suckers,  wilting,  blight,  other  disease,  in¬ 
sects  or  mechanical  or  other  means. 
Stalks  shall  be  green  unless  specified  as 
fairly  well  blanched,  or  mixed  blanch. 

(a)  The  average  midrib  length  of  the 
outer  whorl  of  branches  shall  not  be  less 
than  7  inches. 

(b)  Unless  otherwise  specified  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  grade,  stalks  shall  be  of 
such  length  as  to  extend  from  one  side. 
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A  tolerance  of  less  than  10  percent  is 
provided,  individual  packages  may  con¬ 
tain  not  more  than  double  the  tolerance 
specified  except  that  at  least  one  defec¬ 
tive  and  one  off-size  specimen  may  be 
permitted  in  any  package;  and, 

(2)  For  packages  which  contain  less 
than  20  specimens,  individual  packages 
in  any  lot  may  contain  not  more  than 
double  the  tolerance  specified,  except 
that  at  least  one  defective  and  one  off- 
size  specimen  may  be  permitted  in  any" 
package:  Provided,  That  for  packages 
which  contain  6  specimens  or  less,  indi¬ 
vidual  packages  in  any  lot  are  not  re¬ 
stricted  as  to  the  percentage  of  defects: 
And  provided  further.  That  not  more 
than  one  specimen  which  is  affected  by 
decay  or  otherwise  seriously  damaged 
and  one  off-size  specimen  may  be  per¬ 
mitted  in  any  package. 

DxninnoNS 

I  51.566  Stalk,  **Stalk’*  means  an  in¬ 
dividual  plant. 

§  51.567  Similar  varietal  character¬ 
istics.  “Similar  varietal  characteristics” 
means  that  the  stalks  in  any  package 
have  the  same  general  appearance  and 
character  of  growth. 

S  51.568  Well  developed.  “Well  de¬ 
veloped”  means  that  the  branches  are 
of  good  width  and  thickness  in  relation  to 
the  length  of  midribs  and  tsrpe  of  celery 
and  that  the  heart  branches  are  of  rea¬ 
sonable  number,  length  and  stockiness. 

§  51.569  Wett  formed.  “Well  formed” 
means  that  the  branches  are  fairly 
straight  and  not  more  than  slightly 
curved  or  twisted. 

§  51.570  Clean.  “Clean”  means  that 
the  stalk  is  practically  free  from  dirt  or 
other  foreign  material.  Stalks  shall  be 
permitted  to  have  a  small  amount  of  dirt 
on  the  inside  of  the  branches  or  in  the 
heart  branches  which  cannot  be  removed 
by  good  commercial  methods  of  washing. 

§51.571  Well  trimmed.  “Well 
trimmed”  means  that  not  more  than  2 
relatively  thin,  short  or  spindly,  or 
coarse  and  fibrous  outer  branches  re- 
.  main;  that  the  main  root  has  been  cut 
off  so  as  not  to  extend  more  than  1^2 
inches  below  the  point  of  attachment  of 
the  lowest  outer  branch;  that  secondary 
rootlets  are  not  of  such  number  or  length 
as  to  materially  affect  the  appearance  of 
the  stalk;  and,  that  the  appearance  is 
not  materially  affected  by  the  presence 
of  discolored  leaves  or  by  excessive  re¬ 
moval  of  leaves  or  portions  of  leaves. 

§  51.572  Compact.  “Compact”  means 
that  the  branches  on  the  stalk  are  fairly 
close  together  throughout  most  of  their 
length. 

§  51.573  Damage.  “Damage”  means 
any  defect  which  materially  affects  the 
appearance,  or  the  edible  or  shipping 
quality  of  the  celery  stalk  or  the  general 
appearance  of  the  stalks  in  the  con¬ 
tainer.  Any  one  of  the  following  de¬ 
fects,  or  any  combination  of  defects  the 
seriousness  of  which  exceeds  the  maxi¬ 
mum  allowed  for  any  one  defect,  shall  be 
considered  as  damage: 

(a)  Growth  cracks  when  more  than  2 
branches  are  affected  by  growth  cracks 


which  are  over  one-half  inch  In  length, 
or  when  more  than  6  branches  have 
growth  cracks; 

(b)  Horizontal  cracks  when  more  than 
3  branches  have  horizontal  cracks  which 
are  over  one-half  inch  in  length,  or  when 
more  than  6  branches  have  horizontal 
cracks; 

(c)  Pithy  branches  when  more  than  2 
are  pithy  in  that  portion  of  the  midrib 
between  a  point  1^  inches  above  the 
point  of  attachment  to  the  base  and  the 
first  node,  or  between  a  point  1  Vz  inches 
below  the  first  node  and  the  point  of  at¬ 
tachment  to  the  base,  or  when  pith  oc¬ 
curs  at  both  ends  of  the  midrib  and  more 
than  a  total  of  1^  inches  is  affected: 
Provided,  That  stalks  having  6  outer 
branches  or  less  shall  have  not  more 
than  one-third  of  the  outer  branches  af¬ 
fected  by  pith  as  described  above; 

(d)  Seedstems  when  the  len^h  of 
seedstem  exceeds  twice  the' diameter  of 
the  stalk  or  8  inches  in  length  (see 
§§  51.587  and  51.588); 

(e)  Dirt  when  there  is  caked  dirt  on 
the  stalk,  or  when  dirt  is  present  between 
the  branches  to  the  extent  that  the 
appearance  is  materially  affected; 

(f)  Doubles  when  not  separated  and 
the  appearance  is  materially  affected,  or 
when  separated  and  either  of  the  stalks 
is  badly  curved; 

(g)  Disease: 

(1)  Brown  stem,  cracked  stem  and 
crater  blotch  when  materially  affecting 
more  than  2  branches,  or  when  the  ag¬ 
gregate  area  exceeds  two-thirds  of  a 
square  inch  on  the  branches;  and, 

(2)  Rust  when  more  than  5  hair-like 
lines  are  present  on  a  stocky  inner 
branch  or  branches  or  when  the  aggre¬ 
gate  area  exceeds  1  square  inch  on  the 
other  branches; 

(h) '  Insects  when  worms  are  present, 
or  when  insect  injury  occurs  on  heart 
branches,  or  when  insect  injury  affects 
the  midrib  portion  of  more  than  2 
branches,  or  when  injury  on  other  por¬ 
tions  materially  affects  the  appearance  of 
the  stalk ;  and, 

(i)  Mechanical  injury  when  the  root 
has  been  cut  off  too  closely  leaving  the 
branches  without  support;  when  more 
than  2  branches  are  materially  scuffed 
or  bruised;  when  the  branches  have  been 
broken  above  the  first  node  to  an  extent 
which  materially  affects  the  appearance; 
or  when  more  than  2  branches  are  broken 
below  the  first  node  except  that  all 
branches  may  be  cut  below  the  first  node 
provided  the  stalk  is  of  the  length  speci¬ 
fied. 

§  51.574  Green.  “Green”  means  that 
the  midrib  portions  of  the  outer  branches 
on  the  stalk  are  generally  green  to  light 
green  color. 

§  51.575  Fairly  well  blanched.  “Fairly 
well  blanched”  means  that  the  midrib 
portions  of  the  outer  branches  on  the 
stalk  are  generally  of  a  creamy  white  to 
pale  green  color. 

§  51.576  Mixed  blanch.  “Mixed 
blanch”  consists  of  green  and  fairly 
well  blanched  stalks  of  celery  in  the 
same  container. 

§  51.577  Average  midrib  length.  “Av¬ 
erage  midrib  length”  means  the  average 
length  of  all  the  branches  in  the  outer 


whorl  measured  from  the  point  pf  at> 
tachment  at  the  base  to  the  first  node. 

§  51.578  Branch.  “Branch”  means 
the  leaf  of  a  stalk  and  consists  of  the 
edible  stem-like  portion  and  the  tops  or 
leaf  blades. 

§  51.579  Length  of  stalk.  “Length  of 
stalk”  means  the  distance  from  where 
the  root  is  cut  off  to  a  point  which  repre¬ 
sents  the  average  length  of  the  longest 
branches. 

§  51.580  Fairly  well  developed.  “Fair¬ 
ly  well  developed”  means  that  the 
branchTes  are  of  fairly  good  width  and 
thickness  in  relation  to  the  length  of 
midribs  and  type  of  celery  and  that  there 
is  not  excessive  open  space  in  the  centa 
of  the  stalk. 

§  51.581  Fairly  well  formed.  “Fairly 
well  formed”  means  that  the  branches 
are  reasonably  straight  and  not  more 
than  moderately  curved  or  twisted. 

§  51.582  Fairly  compact.  “Palriy 
compact”  means  that  the  branches  cm 
the  stalk  are  reasonably  close  together 
throughout  most  of  their  length. 

§  51.583  Reasonably  well  developed. 
“Reasonably  well  developed”  means  that 
the  branches  are  of  reasonable  width  and 
thickness  in  relation  to  the  length  of 
midribs  and  type  of  celery. 

§  51.584  Reasonably  well  formed. 
“Reasonably  well  formed”  means  that 
the  branches  are  not  crooked,  curved  or 
twisted  to  the  extent  that  the  appear¬ 
ance  of  the  stalk  is  seriously  affected. 

§  51.585  Fairly  well  trimmed.  “Fairly 
weU  trimmed”  means  that  the  main  root 
has  been  cut  off  so  that  it  does  not  ex¬ 
tend  more  than  3  inches  below  the  point 
of  attachment  of  the  lowest  outer 
branch,  and  that  secondary  rootlets  are 
not  of  such  number  or  length  as  to  seri¬ 
ously  affect  the  appearance  of  the  stalk 

§  51.586  Serious  damage.  “Serious 
damage”  means  any  defect  which  seri¬ 
ously  affects  the  appearance,  or  the  edi¬ 
ble  or  shipping  quality  of  the  celery 
stalk  or  the  general  appearance  of  the 
stalks  in  the  container.  Any  one  of  the 
following  defects,  or  any  combination  of 
defects  the  seriousness  of  which  exceeds 
the  maximum  allowed  for  any  one  defect, 
shall  be  considered  as  serious  damage: 

(a)  Growth  cracks  when  more  than 

4  branches  are  affected  by  growth  cracks, 
which  are  over  one-half  inch  in  length, 
or  when  more  than  8  branches  have 
growth  cracks ; 

(b)  Horizontal  cracks  when  more  than 

5  branches  have  horizontal  cracks  which 
are  over  one-half  inch  in  length,  or  when 
more  than  8  branches  have  horizontal 
cracks; 

(c)  Pithy  branches  when  more  than 
4  are  pithy  in  that  portion  of  the  midrib 
between  a  point  iy2  inches  above  the 
point  of  attachment  to  the  base  and  the 
first  node,  or  between  a  point  1  Vz  inches 
below  the  first  node  and  the  point  of 
attachment  to  the  base,  or  when  pith  oc¬ 
curs  at  both  ends  of  the  midrib  and  more 
than  a  total  of  inches  is  affected: 
Provided,  That  stalks  having  6  outer 
branches  or  less  shall  have  not  more  than 
one-half  of  the  outer  branches  affected 
by  pith  as  described  above; 
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(d)  Seedstems  when  the  length  of 
se^tem  exceeds  3  times  the  diameter 
of  the  stalk  (Seer  §§  51.587  and  51.588) ; 

(e)  Dirt  when  dirt' is  badly  caked  on 
the  stalk; 

(f)  Doubles  when  the  inner  branches 
are  not  fairly  well  protected ; 

(g)  Disease: 

(1)  Brown  stem,  cracked  stem  and  cra¬ 
ter  blotch  when  seriously  affecting  more 
than  4  branches,  or  when  the  aggregate 
area  exceeds  1  square  inch  on  the 
branches;  and, 

(2)  Rust  when  more  than  15  hair¬ 
like  lines  are  present  on  an  inner  branch 
or  branches,  or  when  there  is  more  than 

square  inches  in  the  aggregate  on  the 
outer  branches; 

(h)  Insects  when  worms  are  present, 
or  when  insect  injury  affects  the  midrib 
portion  of  more  than  4  branches,  or  when 
injury  on  other  portions  seriously  affects 
the  appearance  of  the  stalk;  and, 

(i)  Mechanical  injury  when  the  root 
has  been  cut  off  too  closely  leaving  the 
tnwnches  without  support;  when  more 
than  4  branches  are  materially  scuffed 
or  bruised;  when  the  branches  have  been 
tooken  above  the  first  node  to  an  extent 
which  seriously  affects  the  appearance; 
or  when  more  than  4  branches  are 
bnHcen  below  the  first  node  except  all 
branches  may  be  cut  below  the  first  node 
provided  the  <.  stalk  is  of  the  length 
q^ecified. 

f  51.587  Diameter.  “Diameter”  means 
the  greatest  dimension  of  the  stalk 
measured  at  a  point  2  inches  above  the 
point  of  attachment  of  the  lowest  outer 
branch  to  the  base. 

5  51.588  Length  of  seedstem.  “Length 
of  seedstem”  means  the  distance  from 
the  base  of  the  outer  branches  of  the 
stalk  to  the  top  of  the  actual  seedstem, 
exclusive  of  any  leaves  or  leaf-stems  at¬ 
tached  to  the  top  of  the  seedstem. 

The  United  States  Standards  for  Cel- 
'  ery  contained  in  this  subpart  shall  be- 
ewne  effective  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register,  and  will 
thereupon  supersede  the  United  States* 
Standards  for  Celery  which  have  been  in 
effect  since  August  15,  1946  (§§  51.560  to 
51.581). 

Dated:  July  12,  1957. 

[seal]  Frank  E.  Blood, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 
Marketing  Services. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-6820;  Piled,  July  18,  1957; 
8:55  a.  m.] 

TITLE  12^ANKS  AND 
BANKING 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  the  Comptroller 
of  the  Currenqr,  Department  of  the 
Treasury 

Part  1 — Investment  Securities 
Regulation 

Part  1  is  issued  by  the  Comptroller  of 
the  Currency  under  authority  of  para¬ 
graph  Seventh  of  section  5136  of  the 
Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (12  U.  S.  C. 
24). 


The  purpose  of  the  part  is  to  prescribe 
the  limitations  and  restrictions  under 
which  national  banks  and  State  member 
banks  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Ssrst^n 
may  purchase*  investment  securities  for 
their  own  account  and  to  define  the  term 
“investment  securities”. 

Under  the  terms  of  paragraph  Seventh 
of  section  5136  of  the  Revised  Statutes, 
a  national  bank  may  purchase  for  its  own 
account  investment  securities  under  such 
limitations  and  restrictions  as  the  Comp¬ 
troller  of  the  Currency  may  by  regulation 
prescribe.  The  term  “investment  secur¬ 
ities”  is  defined  to  mean  marketable  ob¬ 
ligations.  evidencing  the  indebtedness  of 
any  person,  copartnership,  association, 
or  corporation  in  the  form  of  bonds,  notes 
and/or  debentures  commonly  known  as 
investment  securities  under  such  fur¬ 
ther  definition  of  the  term  investment 
securities  as  may  by  regulation  be  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency. 

Under  the  existing  regulation  there 
has  been  doubt  as  to  the  eligibility  of  cer¬ 
tain  small  issues  of  special  revenue  ob¬ 
ligations  because  of  the  distribution  re¬ 
quirements  set  forth  in  paragraphs  (a) 
and  (b)  of  Section  I.  This  Part  clarifies 
the  position  that  has  been  taken  by  the 
Comptroller,  *  While  the  distribution 
standards  as  provided  in  paragraphs  (a) 
and  (b)  of  Section  I  of  the  present  regu¬ 
lation  and  paragraphs  (1)  and  (2)  of 
Section  1.2  of  the  proposed  regulation 
may  not  be  met  by  small  special  revenue 
issues,  it  is  recognized  that  many  of  such 
issues  possess  a  high  degree  of  credit 
soimdness  which  assures  marketability 
to  the  point  contemplated  by  section  5136 
of  the  Revised  Statutes. 

The  existing  restrictions  governing 
the  purchase  or  sale  of  securities  by 
banks  under  repurchase  or  resale  agree¬ 
ments  are  no  longer  considered  desir¬ 
able  and  should  be  deleted.  Experience 
has  shown  that  repurchase  or  resale 
transactions  in  securities  are  used  for 
the  lending  and  borrowing  of  money. 
They  will  be  treated  as  loan  or  borrow¬ 
ing  transactions  governed  by  sections 
5200  and  5202  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (12 
U.  S.  C.  84,  82)  and  not  by  section  5136 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  (12  U.  S.  C.  24). 
Under  the  authority  contained  in  sec¬ 
tion  5200,  paragraph  8,  a  regulation  is 
being  issued  to  permit  a  larger  loan 
limitation  on  the  security  of  certain  ob¬ 
ligations  of  the  United  States. 

The  present  restrictions  governing  the 
amortization  of  premiums  paid  on  in¬ 
vestment  securities  should  be  amended 
to  permit  amortization  to  the  maturity 
date  rather  than  the  call  date  of  an  issue 
if  the  Federal  Internal  Revenue  Laws 
disallow  amortization  deductions  from 
gross  income  when  ccmiputed  to  the 
nearest  call  date.  Also  amendments 
should  be  provided  to  clarify  the  section 
pertaining  to  securities  convertible  into 
stock.  It  is  also  advisable  to  incorporate 
a  provision  canring  out  administrative 
practices  requiring  that  all  investment 
securities  be  supported  by  adequate  in- 
fqrmation  in  the  files  of  the  bank  as  to 
their  investment  quality. 


1.1  Scope  and  application. 

1J2  Definition  of  tbe  tena  “Investment 
securlUea”. 

lA  Limitations  and  restrictions  on  purchase 
of  Investment  securities  lor  bank’s 
own  account. 

1.4  Exception  to  limitations  and  restric¬ 
tions. 

Autbcmutt:  I  §  1.1  to  1.4  Issued  under  R.  8. 
6136,  as  amended;  12  U.  S.  C.  24. 

S  1.1  Scope  and  application,  (a) 
This  part  i^  issued  by  the  Comptroller  of 
the  Currency  under  authority  of  para¬ 
graph  Seventh  of  section  5136  of  the  Re¬ 
vised  Statutes,  as  amended  (12  U.  S.  C. 
24); 

(b)  This  part  applies  to  the  purchase 
for  its  own  account  of  investment  se¬ 
curities  by  a  national  bank  or  a  State 
member  bank  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System. 

S  1.2  Definition  of  the  term  *HnPesU 
ment  securities'*,  (a)  An  obligation  of 
indebtedness  which  may  be  purchased 
for  its  own  account  by  a  national  bank 
or  State  member  bank  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System  in  order  to  constitute 
an  “investment  security”  within  the 
meaning  of  paragraph  Seventh  of  section 
5136  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  must  be  a 
marketable  obligation,  i.  e.,  it  must  be 
salable  imder  ordinary  circumstances 
with  reasonable  promptness  at  a  fair 
value;  and  except  as  provided  in  para¬ 
graphs  (b)  and  (c)  of  this  section  there 
must  be  present  one  or  both  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  characteristics: 

(1)  A  public  distribution  of  the  se¬ 
curities  must  have  been  provided  for  or 
made  in  a  manner  to  protect  or  insure 
the  marketability  of  the  issue;  or. 

(2)  Other  existing  securities  of  the 
obligor  must  have  such  a  public  distri¬ 
bution  as  to  protect  or  insure  the  mar¬ 
ketability  of  the  issue  under  con¬ 
sideration. 

(b)  In  the  case  of  investment  secu¬ 
rities  for  which  a  public  distribution  as 
set  forth  in  paragraph  (a)  (1)  or  (2)  of 
this  section  cannot  be  so  provided,  or  so 
made,  and  which  are  issued  by  estab¬ 
lished  commercial  or  industrial  busi¬ 
nesses  or  enterprises,  that  can  demon¬ 
strate  the  ability  to  service  such 
securities,  the  debt  evidenced  thereby 
must  mature  not  later  than  ten  years 
after  the  date  of  issuance  of  the  security 
and  must  be  of  such  sound  value  or  so 
secured  as  reasonably  to  assure  its  pay¬ 
ment;  and  such  securities  must,  by  their 
terms,  provide  for  the  amorti^tion  of 
the  debt  evidenced  thereby  ^  that  at 
least  75  percent  of  the  principal  will  be 
extinguished  by  the  maturity  date  by 
substantial  periodic  payments:  Provided. 
That  no  amortization  need  be  required 
for  the  period  of  the  first  year  after  the 
date  of  issuance  of  such  securities. 

(c)  Special  revenue  obligations  of 
States  or  local  governments  or  of  duly 
constituted  public  authorities  thereof 
which  possess  a  high  degree  of  credit 
soimdness,  so  as  to  assure  sale  under  or¬ 
dinary  circumstances  with  reasonable 
promptness  at  a  fair  value,  but  which  do 
not  meet  the  distribution  standards  of 
paragraph  (aX  (1)  or  (2)  of  this  section. 
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may  be  considered  to  constitute  ^‘invest- 
ment  securities.'* 

(d)  Where  the  security  Lb  issued  under 
a  trust  agreement,  the  agreement  must 
provide  for  a  trustee  independent  of  the 
obligor,  and 'such  trustee  must  be  a  bank 
or  trust  company. 

(e)  All  purchases  of  investment  secu* 
Titles  by  national  and  State  member 
banks  for  their  own  account  must  be  se¬ 
curities  “in  the  form  of  bonds,  notes, 
and/or  debentures.  c<Miunonly  known  as 
investment  securities'*;  and  every  trans¬ 
action  which  is  in  fact  such  a  purchase 
must,  regardless  of  its  form,  comply  with 
this  part. 

S  1.3  Limitations  and  restrictions  on 
purchase  of  investment  securities  for 
bank's  own  account,  (a)  Although  the 
bank  is  permitted  to  purchase  “invest¬ 
ment  securities’*  for  its  own  account  for 
purposes  of  investment  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  R.  S.  5136  and  this  part,  the 
bank  is  nof  permitted  otherwise  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  principal  in  the  marketing 
of  securities. 

(b)  The  statutory  limitation  on  the 
amount  of  the  “investment  securities’’ 
of  any  one  obligor  or  maker  which  may 
be  held  by  the  bank  is  to  be  determined 
on  the  basis  of  the  par  or  face  value  of 
the  securities,  and  not  on  their  market 
value. 

(c)  The  purchase  of  “investment  se¬ 
curities’’  in  which  the  investment  char¬ 
acteristics  are  distinctly  or  predominant¬ 
ly  speculative,  or  the  purchase  of 
securities  which  are  in  default,  whether 
as  to  principal  or  interest,  is  prohibited. 

(d)  Purchase  of  an  investment  se¬ 
curity  at  a  price  exceeding  par  or  face 
value  is  prohibited,^ unless  the  bank  shall: 

(1)  Provide  for  the  regular  amortiza¬ 
tion  of  the  premium  paid  so  that  the  pre¬ 
mium  shall  be  entirely  extinguished  at 
or  before  the  maturity  of  the  security, 
and  the  security  (including  premium) 
shall  at  no  intervening  date  be  carried 
at  an  amount  in  excess  of  that  at  which 
the  obligor  may  legally  redeem  such  secu¬ 
rity,  unless  the  amortization  which  would 
be  necessary  to  meet  the  latter  require¬ 
ment  would  not  be  allowable  as  a  deduc¬ 
tion  from  gross  income  under  applicable 
Federal  Internal  Revenue  laws  and  regu¬ 
lations  issued  thereunder,  in  which  case 
the  rate  of  amortization  shall  be  suffi¬ 
cient  to  extinguish  the  premium  by  ma¬ 
turity;  or 

(2)  Set  up  a  reserve  account  to  amor¬ 
tize  the  premium,  said  account  to  be 
credited  periodically  with  an  amount  not 
less  than  the  amount  required  for  amor¬ 
tization  under  subparagraph  (1)  of  this 
paragraph. 

(e)  Purchase  of  securities  convertible 
‘  into  stock  at  the  option  of  the  issuer  is 

prohibited. 

(f)  Purchase  of  securities  convertible 
Into  stock  at  the  option  of  the  holder  or 
with  stock  purchase  warrants  attached 
is  prohibited  if  the  price  paid  for  such 
security  is  in  excess  of  the  investment 
value  of  the  security  itself,  considered 
independently  of  the  stock  purchase 
warrants  or  conversion  feature.  If  it  is 
apparent  that  the  price  paid  for  an 
otherwise  eligible  security  reflects  the  in¬ 
vestment  value  of  the  security  and  does 
not  include  any  speculative  value  based 
upon  the  presence  of  a  stock  purchase 


warrant  or  conversion  option,  the  pur-  ^ 
chase  of  such  security  is  not  prohibited.  ' 
If  the  pric^  paid  for  a  convertible  se¬ 
curity  provides  a  yield  reasonable  simi¬ 
lar  to  that  of  non-convertible  securities 
of  similar  quality  and  maturity,  a  specu¬ 
lative  value  will  not  be  deemed  to  exist. 

(g)  All  investment  securities  shall  be 
supported  by  adequate  information  in 
the  flies  of  the  bank  as  to  their  invest¬ 
ment  quality. 

§  1.4  Exception  to  limitations  and 
restrictions.  The  restrictions  and  limi¬ 
tations  of  this  part  do  not  apply  to  se¬ 
curities  acquired  through  foreclosure  on 
collateral,  or  acquired  in  good  faith  by 
way  of  compromise  of  a  doubtful  claim  or. 
to  avert  an  apprehended  loss  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  a  debt  previously  contracted,  or 
to  real  estate  securities  acquired  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  24  of  the  ^deral  Re¬ 
serve  Act.  as  amended. 

Effective  date.  This  part  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  30  days  from  date  of 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

[seal]  Rat  M.  Oidnxy. 

Comptroller  of  the  Currency. 

July  11,  1957. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-5828:  FUed,  July  16,  1957; 

8:56  a.  m.] 


Part  6 — Loans  Made  by  National  Banks 

Secxtred  by  Direct  Obligations  of  the 

United  States 

'  Part  6  is  issued  by  the  Compt/roller  of 
the  Currency  with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  under  author¬ 
ity  of  paragraph  (8)  of  section  5200  of 
the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  (12 
U.  S.'C.  84),  and  section  321  (b)  of  the 
act  of  August  23,  1935,  (49  Stat.  713). 

The  purpose  of  the  part  is  to  prescribe 
conditions  under  which  national  banks 
may  make  loans  secured  by  direct  obli¬ 
gations  of  the  United  States. 

(1)  Under  the  terms  of  paragraph 
(8)  of  section  5200  of  the  Revised  Stat¬ 
utes,  national  banks  may  lend  to  a  single 
borrower  up  to  25  percent  of  capital  and 
surplus  on  obligations  secured  by  not 
less  than  a  like  amount  of  bonds  or  notes 
of  the  United  States,  certificates  of  in¬ 
debtedness  of  the  United  States,  Treas¬ 
ury  bills  of  the  United  States,  or  obliga¬ 
tions  fully  guaranteed  both  as  to 
principal  and  interest  by  the  United 
States.  Because  of  a  proposed  change  in 
the  Investment  Securities  Regulation 
which  will  place  resale  and  repurchase 
transactions  in  bonds  under  sections  5200 
and  5202  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (12 
U.  S.  C.  84,  82)*rather  than  section  5136 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  (12  U.  S.  C.  24), 
the  present  25  percent  limitation  is  be¬ 
lieved  to  be  to  restrictive  with  respect  to 
loans  to  one  borrower  which  are  secured 
by  not  less  than  a  like  amount  of  direct 
obligations  of  the  United  States.  Under 
section  5136,  resale  and  repurchase 
transactions  in  direct  obUgations  of  the 
United  States  are  not  limited  to  any  spe¬ 
cific  percentage  of  a  bank’s  capital  and 
surplus.  The  issuance  of  this  part  is 
necessary  to  implement  the  making  of 
such  loans  from  25  percent  to  100  percent 
of  the  bank’s  capital  and  surplus  pro¬ 
vided  they  are  secured  by  direct  obliga¬ 


tions  of  the  United  States  which  will  ma¬ 
ture  within  18  months.  | 

Sec.  * 

6.1  Scope  and  application. 

6.2  General  authorization. 

Aitthoeitt:  §§  6.1  and  6.2  issued  under  R. 

S.  5200,  as  amended;  12  U.  S.  C.  84. 

S  6.1  Scope  and  application,  (a)  This 
part  is  issu^  by  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency  with  the  approval  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Treasury  under  authority  of 
paragraph  (8)  of  section  5200  of  the  Re¬ 
vised  Statutes,  as  amended  (12  U.  S.  C. 
84) ,  and  sec.  321  (b)  of  the  act  of  August 
23, 1935  (49  Stat.  713) ; 

(b)  This  part  applies  to  loans  made  by 
national  banks  secured  by  direct  obliga¬ 
tions  of  the  United  States  which  will  ma¬ 
ture  in  not  exceeding  18  months. 

S  6.2  General  authorization.  The  ob¬ 
ligations  to  any  national  banking  asso¬ 
ciation  in  the  form  of  notes  of  any  per¬ 
son,  copartnership,  association,  or  corpo¬ 
ration,  secured  by  not  less  than  a  like 
amount  of  direct  obligations  of  the 
United  States  which  will  mature  in  not 
exceeding  eighteen  months  from  the  date 
such  obligations  to  such  national  bank¬ 
ing  associations  are  entered  into  shall  be 
limited  to  75  per  centum  of  the  capital 
and  surplus  of  such  association  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  10  per  centum  of  such  capital 
and  surplus  prescribed  in  the  opening 
paragraph  of  said  section  5200  and  the 
15  per  centum  limitation  referred  to  in 
paragraph  (8)  of  section  5200. 

Effective  date.  This  part  shall  become 
effective  30  days  from  date  of  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

[seal]  RayM.  Gidney, 

Comptroller  of  the  Currency. 

Approved:  July  11,  1957. 

G.  M.  Humphrey, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-5827;  Filed,  July  16,  1957; 

8:56  a.  m.] 

TITLE  14— CIVIL  AVIATION 

Chapter  I — Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

[Reg.  No.  SR-421] 

Part  60 — Air  Traffic  Rules 

SPECIAL  CIVIL  AIR  REGULATION ;  SPECIAL  AH 

TRAFFIC  RULES  FOR  VICINITY  OF  PHOENIX, 

ARIZ. 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the 
12th  day  of  July  1957. 

Part  60  of  the  Civil  Air  Regulattons 
contains  the  air  traffic  rules  applicable 
to  all  aircraft  operated  anywhere  in  the 
United  States.  They  apply  equally  to  all 
civil,  military,  public,  and  foreign  air¬ 
craft.  The  air  traffic  rules  are  adopted 
by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  pursuant 
to  the  Civil  Aeronautics.  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  which  authorizes  the  Board  to 
adopt  “air  traffic  rules  governing  the 
flight  of,  and  for  the  navigation,  protec¬ 
tion,  and  idehUfication  of,  aircraft,  in¬ 
cluding  rules  as  to  safe  altitudes  of 
flight  and  rules  for  the  prevention  of 
collisions  between  aircraft,  and  between 
aircraft  and  land  or  water  vehicles”  (49 
U,  S.  C.  551).  Under  certain  conditions 
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military  aircraft  of  the  United  States 
and  aircraft  engaged  in  special  flight 
operations  may  deviate  from  these  air 
traffic  rules. 

The  Administrator  has  advised  the 
Board  that  “a  grave  safety  hazard  exists” 
In  the  airspace  immediately  west  of 
Phoenix,  Arizwia,  which  requires  im¬ 
mediate  regulatory  action  by  the  Board. 
In  particular.  Green  Civil  Airway  No.  5 
and  Victor  Civil  Airway  No.  16  are  pro¬ 
jected  almost  due  west  from  Phoenix 
and  immediately  west  of  Phoenix  are 
almost  coincidental.  Beginning  at  a 
point  approximately  1?  miles  west  of  Sky 
Harbor  Airport,  in  Phoenix,  and  thence 
18  miles  farther  west  there  lies  an  air¬ 
way  segment  through  which  a  consider¬ 
able  amount  of  traffic  from  Luke  Air 
Force  Base  moves.  These  flights  are 
conducted  in  jet-propelled  aircraft  and 
consist  primarily  of  student  training 
missions,  many  of  which  are  aerial  gun¬ 
nery  flights.  Most  of  the  flights  from 
Luke  Air  Force  Base  which  cross  the  air¬ 
ways  proceed  toward  caution  and  re¬ 
stricted  areas  farther  south,  within 
which  special  military  flight  training 
activities  are  conducted. 

A  conflict  in  the  use  of  the  airspace 
over  Green  5  and  Victor  16  has  developed 
between  civil  and  military  interests  in 
this  area  and  efforts  to  resolve  this  con¬ 
flict  on  a  voluntary  basis  have  been  un¬ 
satisfactory.  In  brief,  civil  users  of  the 
airways  involved  contend  that,  in  order 
to  make  operationally  feasible  let-downs 
and  climb-outs  to  and  from  Phoenix  air¬ 
ports,  civil  sdrcraft  should  not  be  re¬ 
quired  to  fly  above  4,000  feet  m.  s.  1.  in  the 
airspace  in  question.  Military  authori¬ 
ties  contend,  on  the  other  hand,  that  trial 
operations  have  been  conducted  in  which 
military  aircraft  crossed  the  airways  at 
3,000  feet  m.  s.  1.  and  that  such  operations 
luroved  highly  dangerous  because  of  the 
midair  accident  potential  both  between 
military  jet  aircraft  and  betw’een  military 
aircraft  and  civil  itinerant  aircraft  at 
low  altitudes.  Moreover,  the  military 
contends  that  the  severe  turbulence  com¬ 
mon  to  this  area  at  low  altitudes  presents 
a  particular  hazard  for  student  pilots 
flying  formation  in  high-speed  aircraft. 
Since  there  are  as  many  as  1,200  mili¬ 
tary  crossings  of  these  airways  every  day 
and  civil  traffic  along  these  airways  is 
very  heavy,  it  is  apparent  that  safe  ver¬ 
tical  separation  of  these  crossing  aircraft 
is  essential. 

While  the  Uoard  has  authority  to  es¬ 
tablish  rules  under  section  601  of  the  act 
to  provide  for  a  safe  separation  altitude 
between  crossing  aircraft,  the  Board  con¬ 
siders  ^it  desirable  to  delegate  this  au¬ 
thority  to  the  Administrator  to  establish 
special  air  traffic  rules  to  be  applicable 
to  the  specific  airspace  involved,  since 
this  is  a  local  problem  which  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  is  equipped  to  handle.  To  give 
effect  to  the  rules  prescribed  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  in  this  area  it  is  necessary 
for  the  Board  in  this  instance  to  preclude 
the  military  from  exercising  its  deviation 
authority  pursuant  to  §  60.1  of  Part  60  of 
the  Civil  Air  Regulations. 

On  the  basis  of  the  information  re¬ 
ceived  from  the  Administrator,  the 
Board  finds  that  an  emergency  requiring 
immediate  action  exists  in  respect  of 
safety  in  air  commerce  and  that  notice 


ai)d  public  procedure  hereon  are  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest,  and  the 
Board  finds  that  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  regulation  effective  on  less 
than  30  days'  notice. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  present 
written  data  setting  forth  their  views 
with  respect  to  the  rules  herein  adopted 
are  requested  to  submit  such  matter  to 
the  Board  on  or  before  September  16, 
1957.  All  communications  so  received 
will  be  considered  by  the  Board  and  the 
rules  adopted  pursuant  hereto  will  be 
f  ufther  evaluated  in  the  light  of  the  com¬ 
ments  submitted. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  hereby  makes 
and  promulgates  the  following  Special 
Civil  Air  Regulation,  effective  July  12, 
1957. 

1.  Contrary  provisions  of  i  60.1  of  Part 
60  of  the  Civil  Air  Regulations  notwithstand¬ 
ing.  military  aircraft  of  the  United  States 
armed  forces  shall  coonply  with  all  air  traf¬ 
fic  rules  prescribed  tn  Part  60  of  the  Civil 
Air  Regulations  and  all  special  air  traffic 
rules  prescribed  by  the  Administrator,  pur- 
sriant  to  authority  contained  herein,  in  the 
airspace  identified  as  Oreen  Civil  Airway. No. 
5  and  Victor  CivU  Airway  No.  16  within  the 
area  covered  by  such  airways  west  of 
112*10'  W.  longitude  and  east  of  112*35'  W. 
longitude  unless  otherwise  authorized  by  the 
Administrator. 

2.  The  Administrator  is  authorized  to  pre¬ 
scribe  such  air  traffic  rules  as  he  may  deem 
necessary  in  the  interest  of  safety  in  air 
commerce  for  the  operation  of  any  or  all 
flights  traveling  on  or  traversing  Green  Civil 
Airway  No.  5*and  Victor  Civil  Airway  No.  16 
within  the  area  covered  by  such  airways  west 
of  112*10'  W.  longitude  and  east  of  112*35' 
W.  longitude. 

(See.  ^5,  52  Stat.  984;  49  U.  S.  C.  425.  In¬ 
terpret  or  apply  secs.  601,  1005,  52  Slat.  1007, 
1023;  40  U.  8.  C.  551,  645) 

Effective:  July  12,  1957. 

Adopted:  July  12,  1957. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 


(seal] 


M.  C.  Mulligan, 

Secretary. 


(P.  R.  Doc.  57-5824;  Piled,  July  16,  1957; 
8:56  a.  m.) 


TITLE  16— COMMERCIAL. 
PRACTICES 

Chapter  I — Federal  Trade  Commission 

(Docket  6714] 

Part  13 — Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

MARCUS  &  SMITH  BROS.,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Subpart — Invoicing  products  falsely: 
§  13.1108  Invoicing  products  falsely:  Pur 
Products  Labeling  Act.  Subpart — Mis¬ 
branding  or  mislab^ing:  §  13.1212  For¬ 
mal  regulatory  and  statutory  require¬ 
ments:  Pur  Products  Labeling  Act.  Sub¬ 
part — Neglecting,  unfairly  or  decep¬ 
tively,  to  make  material  disclosure: 
§  13.1852  Formal  regulatory  and  statu¬ 
tory  requirements:  Fur  Products  Label¬ 
ing  Act. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  88  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  Sec. 
8.  65  Stat.  179;  15  U.  S.  C.  45,  69f)  [Cease 
and  desist  order,  Marcus  &  Smith  Bros.,  Inc., 
et  al..  New  York,  New  Yoik,  Docket  6714. 
June  19, 1957] 


In  the  Matter  of  Marcus  Sc  Smith  Bros., 

Inc.,  a  Corporation;  and  Ben  Smith 

and  Barney  Marcus,  Individually  and 

as  Officers  of  Said  Corporation 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  on  the  complaint  of  the 
Commission  charging  a  furrier  in  New 
York  City  with  violating  the  Fur  Prod¬ 
ucts  Labeling  Act  by  failing,  in  branding 
and  invoicing  fur  products,  to  ccnnply 
with  requirements  of  the  act. 

Following  an  agreement  between  the 
parties  for  a  consent  order,  the  hearing 
examiner  made  his  initial  decision  and 
order  to  cease  and  desist  which  became 
on  June  19  the  decision  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  Mar¬ 
cus  It  Smith  Bros.,  Inc.,  a  corporation, 
and  its  officers,  and  Ben  Smith  and 
Barney  Marcus,  individually  and  as  offi¬ 
cers  of  said  corporation,  and  respond¬ 
ents’  representatives,  agents  and  ^- 
ployees,  directly  or  through  any  corpo¬ 
rate  or  other  device,  in  connection  with 
the  introduction  into  commerce,  or  the 
sale,  offering  for  sale,  transportation 
distribution  of  fur  products  in  commerce, 
or  in  connection  with  the  manufacture 
for  sale,  sale,  offering  for  sale,  trans¬ 
portation  or  distribution  of  fur  products 
which  have  been  made  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  fur  which  has  been  shipped  and 
received  in  commerce  as  “commerce”, 
“fur”,  and  “fur  product”  are  defined  in 
the  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act,  do  forth¬ 
with  cease  and  desist  from: 

A.  Misbranding  fur  products  by; 

'  1.  Failing  to  affix  labels  to  fur  prod-' 
ucts  showing: 

(a)  The  name  or  names  of  the  animal 
or  animals' producing  the  fur  or  furs  con¬ 
tained  in  the  fur  products  as  set  forth 
in  the  Fur  Products  Name  Guide  and  as 
prescribed  under  the  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations; 

(b)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or 
is  composed  of  used  fur,  when  such  is 
a  fact; 

(c)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or 
is  composed  of  bleached,  dyed  or  other¬ 
wise  aitiflcialiy  colored  fur.  when  such- 
is  a  fact; 

(d)  That  the  fur  product  is  composed 
in  whole  or  in  substantial  part  of  paws, 
tails,  bellies  or  waste  fur,  when  such  is 
a  fact; 

(c>  The  name,  or  other  identification 
issued  and  registered  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  of  one  or  move  persons  who  manu¬ 
factured  such  fur  product  for  introduc¬ 
tion  into  commerce,  introduced  it  into 
commerce,  sold  it  in  commerce,  adver-  . 
Used  or  offered  it  for  sale  in  commerce, 
or  transported  or  distributed  it  in  com¬ 
merce; 

'<f )  The  name  of  the  country  of  origin 
of  any  imported  furs  used  in  the  fur 
product. 

2.  Setting  forth  (m  labels  attached  to 
fur  products: 

(a)  Non-required  information  min¬ 
gled  with  required  informaUon; 

(b)  Required  informaUon  in  abbrevi¬ 
ated  form  or  in  handwriting. 

B.  Falsely  or  deceptively  invoicing  fur 
products  by: 
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1.  Failing  to  furnish  invoices  showing: 

(a)  The  name  or  names  of  the  animal 
or  animals  producing  the  fin:  or  furs 
contained  in  the  fur  product  as  set  forth 
in  the  Pur  Products  Name  Guide  and  as 
prescribed  under  the  rules  and  regula* 
tions; 

(b)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or 
is  composed  of  used  fur,  when  such  is  a 
fact; 

(c)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or 
is  composed  of  bleached,  dyed,  or  other¬ 
wise  artificially  colored  fur,  when  such  is 
a  fact; 

(d)  That  the  fur  product  is  composed 
in  whole  or  in  substantial  part  of  paws, 
tails,  bellies,  or  waste  fur,  when  such  is 
a  fact; 

(e)  The  name  and  address  of  the  per¬ 
son  issuing  such  invoices; 

(f )  The  name  of  the  country  of  origin 
of  any  imported  furs  used  in  the  fur 
product. 


the  result  that  it  was  receiving  brokerage 
on  its  own  purchases,  in  violation  of  sec. 
2  (c)  of  the  Robinson-Patman  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  Clayton  Act. 

Following  an  agreement  between  the 
parties  providing  for  the  entry  of  a  con¬ 
sent  order,  the  hearing  examiner  made 
his  initial  decision  and  order  to  cease 
and  desist  which  became  on  June  13  the 
decision  of  the  Commission. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 


By  ‘‘Decision  of  the  Commission,"  re¬ 
port  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows: 


It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondents 
herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days  after 
service  upon  them  of  this  order,  file  with 
the  Commission  a  report  in  writing  set¬ 
ting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form 
in  which  they  have  complied  with  the 
order  to.  cease  and  desist. 


Issued:  June  19, 1957. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 


[P.  B.  Doc.  67-5775;  Piled,  July  16.  1957; 
8:46  a.m.] 


[Docket  6725] 

Part  13 — ^Digest  or  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 


colonial  manufacturing  CO.,  INC.,  ET  AL. 


Subpart  —  Discriminating  in  price 
under  section  2,  Clayton  Act^  as 
amended — Payment  or  acceptance  of 
commission,  brokerage,  or  other  compen¬ 
sation  imder  2  (c) :  §  13.810  Buyers’  cor¬ 
porate  or  other  agent. 


(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Interprets 
or  applies  sec.  2,  38  Stat.  730,  as  amended; 
•15  U.  S.  C.  13)  (Cease  and  desist  order. 
Colonial  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.,  et  al.,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Okla.,  Docket  6725.  June  13, 
1957] 


In  the  Matter  of  Colonial  Manufacturing 
Company,  Inc:,  a  Corporation;  N.  F. 
Raupe  Brokerage  Company,  a  Partner¬ 
ship;  and  L.  J.  Wilkes,  Jack  W.  Wilkes, 
and  L.  T.  Wilkes,  Individually  and  as. 
Chairman  of  the  Board;  President; 
and  Secretary-Treasurer,  Respectively, 
of  Colonial  Manufacturing  Company, 
Inc.,  and  as  Copartners  in  the  N.  F. 
Raupe  Brokerage  Company 


It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondent 
Colonial  Manufacturing  Company,  Inc., 
a  corporation,  and  its  oflQcers,  and  the 
individual  respondents,  L.  J.  'Wilkes, 
Jack  W.  Wilkes  and  L.  T.  Wilkes,  in¬ 
dividually  and  as  officers  of  Colonial' 
Manufacturing  Company,  Inc.,  and  part¬ 
ners  in  the  N.  F.  Raupe  Brokerage  Com¬ 
pany,  their  respective  representatives, 
agents  and  employees,  directly  or 
through  any  corporate  or  other  device, 
in  connection  with  Che  purchase  of  food 
products  ih  commerce,  as  "commerce"  is 
defined  in  the  aforesaid  Clayton  Act,  do 
forthwith  cease  and  desist  from  receiving 
or  accepting,  directly  or  indirectly,  from 
any  seller  anything  of  value  as  a  . com¬ 
mission.  brokerage  or  other  compensa¬ 
tion,  or  any  allowance  or  discount  in  lieu 
thereof,  upon  any  purchase  of  food  prod¬ 
ucts  for  their  own  account  or  for  the 
account  of  any  of  them. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondent  N.  F.  Raupe  Brokerage  Com¬ 
pany,  a  partnership,  and  L.  J.  Wilkes, 
Jack  W.  Wilkes  and  L.  T.  Wilkes,  indi¬ 
vidually  and  as  partners  in  the  said  N.  F. 
Raupe  Brokerage  Company,  and  their 
respective  representatives,  agents  and 
employees,  directly  or  through  any  cor¬ 
porate  or  other  device  in  connection  with 
the  purchase  of  food  products  in  com¬ 
merce  as  "commerce”  is  defined  in  the 
aforesaid  Clayton  Act  do  forthwith 
cease  and  desist  from  receiving  or  ac¬ 
cepting,  directly  or  indirectly,  from  any 
seller,  anything  of  value*  as  a  commis¬ 
sion.  brokerage  or  other  compensation 
or  any  allowance  or  discount  in  lieu 
thereof  upon  any  purchase  of  food  prod¬ 
ucts  by  or  for  the  account  of  Colonial 
Manufacturing  Company,  Inc.,  where 
either  of  the  individual  respondents  L.  J. 
Wilkes,  Jack  W.  Wilkes  or  Ij.  T.  Wilkes, 
individually  or  collectively  are  the 
agents,  representatives  or  intermediaries 
acting  for  or  in  behalf  of  or  are  subject 
to  the  direct  or  indirect  control  of  said 
Colonial  Manufacturing  Company,  Inc., 
or  any  other  buyer. 


[Docket  6736] 


Part  13 — Digest  or  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 


VITASAFE  CORP.  ET  AL. 


Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mii. 
leadingly:  §  13.75  Free  goods  or  services; 
S  13.260  Terms  and  conditions.  Sub¬ 
part — Enforcing  dealings  or  payments 
wrongfully:  §  13.1045  Enforcing  dealings 
or  payments  wrongfully.  Subpart-^/. 
fering  unfair,  improper  and  deceptive  in- 
ducements  to  purchase  or  deal:  §  13.1955 
Free  goods;  §  13  2080  Terms  and  condj- 
tions.  subpart — Shipping,  for  payment 
demand,  goods  in  excess  of  or  without  or. 
der:  §  13.2195  Shipping,  for  payment  de- 
mand,  goods  in  excess  of  or  without 
order. 


By  "Decision  of  the  Commission",  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  requir^  as 
follows: 


This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  on  the  complaint  of  the 
Commission  charging  a  manufacturer  of 
jellies  and  preserves  in  CMdahoma  City 
with  paying  illegal  brokerage  fees  on 
purchases  of  foodstuffs  from  a  brokerage 
firm  owned  by  its  officers,  90  .percent  of 
whose  business  involved  sales  to  it,  with 


Issued:  June  13,  1957. 


By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  '  Robert  M.  Parrish, 


Secretary. 


(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Interi»et 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
U.  S.  C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order,  VltaMfe 
Corporation  et  al..  New  York,  N.  Y.,  Docket 
6736,  June  18, 1957] 


In  the  Matter  of  Vitasafe  Coporation,  a 
Corporation,  and  David  JosefoiviU, 
and  Samuel  Josefowitz,  IndividudUg 
and  as  Officers  of  Said  Corporation 


This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  on  the  complaint  of  the 
Ckimmission  charging  sellers  in  New 
York  City  with  representing  falsely  in 
advertising  in  newspapers,  magazines, 
etc.,  that  a  30-day  supply  0/  thek 
"Vitasafe  C.  F.  Capsules”  vitamin 
and  mineral  product  would  be  sent  free 
to  persons  responding  to  the  advertise¬ 
ments  and  that  such  persons  were  under 
no  obligation  to  purcheise  additional  sup¬ 
plies;  when  in  fact  they  were  required  to 
remit  250  in  order  to  secure  such  "free" 
supply,  and  the  offer  was  part  of  a 
scheme  under  which,  after  the  30-day 
supply,  respondents  shipped  additional 
monthly  supplies  to  persons  answering 
the  advertisements,  mailed  them  state¬ 
ments  requesting  pasrment  therefor  and, 
when  payment  was  not  received,  placed 
the  accounts  in  the  hands  of  a  collecting 
agency  and  attorney  to  enforce  collec¬ 
tion — continuing  this  practice  even 
after  receiving  notification  from  recipi¬ 
ents  to  discontinue  sending  the  montl^ 
supplies.  V 

Following  an  agreement  between  the 
parties  providing  for  entry  of  a  consent 
order,  the  hearing  examiner  made  his 
initial  decision  and  order  to  cease  and 
desist  which  became  on  June  18  the 
decision  of  the  Commission. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 


It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondents 
herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days  after 
service  upon  them  of  this  order,  file  with 
the  Commission  a  report  in  writing  set¬ 
ting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form 
in  which  they  have  complied  with  the 
order  to  cease  and. desist. 


[P.  R.  Doc.  57-5777;  Piled,  July  16,  1957; 
8:47  a.  m.] 


It  is  ordered.  That  respondent  Vitasafe 
Corporation,  a  corporation,  and  its  of¬ 
ficers,  and  respondents  David  Josefowitz 
and  Samuel  Joseowitz,  individually  and 
as  officers  of  said  corporation,  and  re¬ 
spondents’  representatives,  agents  and 
employees,  directly  or  through  any  cor¬ 
porate  or  other  device,  in  connection 
with  the  offering  for  sale,  sale  and  distri¬ 
bution  of  their  Vitasafe  C.  F.  Capsules  or 
any  other  article  of  merchandise  in  com¬ 
merce,  as  "commerce”  is  defined  in  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  Act,  do  forth¬ 
with  cease  and  desist  from: 

1.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation  that  merchandise  is  free  when 
payment  of  any  nature  is  required  before 
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the  merchandise  will  be  delivered  and  the 
necessity  for  such  pa3anent  not  clearly 
disclosed  at  the  outset. 

2.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  that  a  supply  of  respondents’ 
product  is  offered  free,  when  the  offer  is 
used  as  a  means  of  enrolling  those  who 
accept  the  offer  in  a  plan  whereby  addi¬ 
tional  supplies  of  the  product  are  shipped 
monthly  to  such  persons  at  an  additional 
charge,  unless  the  conditions  of  the  plan 
are  clearly  set  out  in  the  offer. 

'3.  Shipping  additional  merchandise 
and  attempting  to  collect  the  price 
thereof,  when  the  right  of  refusing  such 
merchandise  has  been  granted,  after  the 
required  notification  of  refusal  has  been 
given  to  respondents. 

4.  Refusing  to  cancel  orders  for  un¬ 
delivered  merchandise  when  the  right 
of  cancellation  exists  and  the  required 
notice  of  cancellation  has  been  given  to 
respondents. 

'  By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

•  It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondents 
herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days  after 
service  upon  them  of  this  order,  file  with 
the  Commission  a  report  in  writing  set¬ 
ting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form 
in  which  they  have  complied  with  the 
order  to  cease  and  desist. 

'  Issued:  Jime  18,  1957. 

By  the  Conunissioh. 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-5776;  Piled,  July  16,  1957; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


TITLE  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare 

Part  141a — ^Penicillin  and  Penicillin- 
Containing  Drugs;  Tests  and  Methods 
OF  Assay 

Part  141c — Chlortetracycline  (or  Tet¬ 
racycline)  AND  ChLORTETRACYCLINE- 
(OR  Tetracycline-)  Containing  Drugs; 
Tests  and  Methods  of  Assay 

Part  146a — Certification  op  Penicillin 
AND  Penicillin-Containing  Drugs 

Part  146c — Certification  op  Chlortet¬ 
racycline  (OR  Tetracycline)  and 
Chlortetracycline-  (or  T  e  t  r  a  c  y- 
CLINE-)  Containing  Drugs 

MISCELLANEOUS  AMENDMENTS 

\ 

Under  the  authority  vested  in  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Health,-  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  by  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  507,  59  Stat.  463,  as 
amended;  sec.  701,  52  Stat.  1055,  as 
amended;  21  U.  S.  C.  357,  371)  and  del¬ 
egated  to  the  Commissioner  of  Food  and 
Drugs  by  the  Secretary  (22  F.  R.  1045), 
the  regulations  for  tests  and  methods  of 
assay  and  certification  of  antibiotic  and 
antibiotic-containing  drugs  (21  CFR 
Parts  141a,  141c"  146a,  146c:  22  F.  R. 
3108)  are  amended  as  indicated  below: 
1.  Section  141a.49  is  amended  by 
No.  137 - 2 


changing  the  section  headnote  and  para¬ 
graph  (a)  (3)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1 4 1  a .  4  9  Penicillin-streptomycin-^ 
bacitracin  ointment;  penicillin-dihydro- 
streptomycin-bacitracin  ointment;  pen- 
icillin-streptomycin-bacitracin  methyl¬ 
ene  disalicylate  ointment;  penicillin-di- 
hydrostreptomycin-bacitracin  methylene 
disalicylate  ointment — (a)  Potency.  *  *  * 
(3)  Bacitracin  methylene  disalicylate 
content.  Proceed  as  directed  in  sub- 
paragraph  (2)  .  of  this  paragraph,  except 
prepare  the  sample  as  follows:  Place  a 
representative  portion  of  the  sample 
(usually  approximately  1  gram,  accu¬ 
rately  weighed)  or  the  entire  contents  of 
a  single-dose  container  in  blending  jar, 
add  99  milliliters  of  a  2.0-percent  aque¬ 
ous  solution  of  sodium  bicarbonate  and 
1  milliliter  of  a  10-percent  aqueous  so¬ 
lution  of  polysorbate  80  and  blend  for  3 
minutes  in  a  high-speed  blender.  Allow 
the  foam  to  subside,  remove  an  aliquot 
of  the  solution,  and  dilute  to  1  unit  per 
milliliter  with  1.0-percent  phosphate 
buffer,  pH  6.0. 

2.  Part  141c  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  section: 

§  141C.236  Tetracycline-nystatin  for 
oral  suspension — (a)  Potency — (1)  Tet¬ 
racycline  content.  Reconstitute  the 
powder  as  directed  in  the  labeling  of  the 
drug.  Transfer  an  appropriate  aliquot 
(usually  from  1.0  milliliter  to  5.0  mil¬ 
liliters)  to  a  100-millliliter  volumetric 
flask  and  make  to  mark  with  0.01  N  HCl. 
Withdraw  an  aliquot  from  the  volu¬ 
metric  flask  and  dilute  to  a  concentra¬ 
tion  of  0.24  microgram  per  milliliter 
(estimated)  using  M/10  phosphate  buf¬ 
fer,  pH  4.5,  and  proceed  as  directed  in 
§  141C.218  (a) .  Its  content  of  tetracy¬ 
cline  is  satisfactory  if  it  contains  not  less 
than  85  percent  of  the  number  of  milli¬ 
grams  that  it  is  represented  to  contain. 

(2)  Nystatin  content.  Reconstitute 
the  powder  as  directed  in  the  labeling  of 
the  drug.  Transfer  an  appropriate 
aliquot  (usually  from  1.0  milliliter  to  5.0 
milliliters)  to  a  blending  jar  containing 
150  milliliters  of  dimethyl  formamide. 
Blend  for  2  minutes  in  a  high-speed 
blender  and  then  dilute  an  aliquot  with 
sufficient  dimethyl  formamide  to  give  a 
concentration  of  400  units  per  milliliter 
( estimated ) .  Further  dilute  this  solution 
with  1 -percent  phosphate  buffer,  pH  6.0, 
to  give  a  concentration  of  20  units  per 
milliliter  (estimated).  Proceed  as  di¬ 
rected  in  §  141C.224  (b).  Its  content  of 
nystatin  is  satisfactory  if  it  contains  not 
less  than  85  percent  of  the  number  of 
imits  that  it  is  represented  to  contain. 

(b)  Moisture.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
§  141a.5  (a)  or  §  141a.26  (e)  of  this 
chapter. 

(c)  pH.  Using  the  suspension  pre¬ 
pared  as  directed  in  the  labeling,  proceed 
as  directed  in  §  141a.5  (b)  of  this  chapter. 

3.  Section  146a.70  is  amended  in  the 
following  respects: 

a.  The  section  headnote,  the  introduc¬ 
tion  to  paragraph  (a),  and  paragraph 
(a)  (1)  are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  146a.70  Penicillin-streptomycin- 
bacitracin  ointment;  penicillin-dihydro- 
streptomycin-bacitracin  ointment;  peni¬ 
cillin-streptomycin-bacitracin  methylene 


disalicylate  ointment;  penicillin-dihy- 
drostreptomycin-bacitracin  methylene 
disalicylate  ointment — (a)  Penicillin- 

streptomycin-bacitracin  ointment,  pen¬ 
icillin  -  dihydrostreptomycin  -  bacitracin 
ointment,  penicillin-streptomycin-baci¬ 
tracin  methylene  disalicylate  ointment, 
and  penicillin  -  dihydrostreptomycin-  * 
bacitracin  methylene  disalicylate  oint¬ 
ment  conform  to  all  requirements  pre¬ 
scribed  by  §  146a.54  for  penicillin-strep¬ 
tomycin  ointment  and  penicillin-dihy¬ 
drostreptomycin  ointment,  except  that:  - 

(1)  It  contains  the  equivalent  of  not 
less  than  500  imits  of  bacitracin  per 
gram,  except  if  it  is  intended  for  udder 
instillation  in  cattle  each  dose,  as  rec¬ 
ommended  in  its  labeling,  shall  contain 
not  less  than  the  equivalent  of  5,000  units 
of  bacitracin.  The  bacitracin  used  con¬ 
forms  to  the  requirements  of  §  146e.401 

(a)  of  this  chapter,  except  §  146e.401  (a) 
(1),  (2),  and  (4),  but  its  potency  is  not 
less  than  30  units  per  milligram.  The 
bacitracin  methylene  disalicylate  used 
conforms  to  the  requirements  of 
§  146e.416  (a)  of  this  chapter. 

b.  Paragraph  (a)  (2)  is  amended  by 

inserting  the  words  “or  bacitracin 

methylene  disalicylate”  after  the  word 
“bacitracin”.  , 

c.  Paragraph  (a)  (3)  is  amended  by 

inserting  the  words  “or  bacitracin 

methylene  disalicylate”  after  the  word 
“bacitracin”,  in  both  places  at  which  it 
occurs. 

d.  Paragraph  (b)  (2)  is  amended  by 

inserting  the  words  “or  bacitracin 

methylene  disalicylate”  after  the  word 
“bacitracin”. 

4.  Part  146c  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  section: 

§  146C.236  Tetracycline-nyastatin  for 
oral  suspension.  Tetracycline-nystatin 
for  oral  suspension  conforms  to  all  re¬ 
quirements  and  procedures  prescribed 
by  §  146C.205  for  tetracycline  powder, 
•except  §  146C.205  (f),  and  except  that:  • 

(a)  When  reconstituted  as  directed  in 
the  labeling,  each  milliliter  shall  contain 
not  less  than  25  milligrams  of  tetracy¬ 
cline  and  not  less  than  25,000  units  of 
nystatin.  The  nystatin  used  conforms 
•to  the  standards  prescribed  by  §  146C.224 

(a). 

(b)  The  pH  of  the  suspension,  when 
reconstituted  as  directed  in  its  labeling, 
is  not  less  than  4.5  and  not  more  than 
5.5. 

(c)  Each  package  shall  bear  on  its  la¬ 
bel  and  labeling  the  total  number  of 
grams  of  tetracycline  and  the  total  num¬ 
ber  of  units  of  nystatin  contained 
therein,  and  the  number  of  milligrams 
of  tetracycline  and  the  number  of  units 
of  nystatin  per  milliliter  when  recon¬ 
stituted  as  directed  in  the  labeling.  The 
expiration  date  of  the  drug  shall  be  12 
months. 

(d)  In  addition  to  complying  with  the 
requirements  of  §  146c.205  (d),  a  person 
who  requests  certification  of  a  batch 
shall  submit  with  his  request  a  state¬ 
ment  showing  the  batch  mark  and  (un¬ 
less  they  were  previously  submitted)  the 
results  and  the  date  of  the  latest  tests 
and  assays  of  the  nystatin  used  in  mak¬ 
ing  the  batch  for  potency,  toxicity,  pH, 
moisture,  and  specific  rotation.  He  shall 
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also  submit  in  connection  with  his  re* 
Quest  a  sample  consisting  of  not  less  than 
g  Immediate  containers  of  the  batch  and 
(ynless  it  was  previoudy  submitted)  a 
sample  consisting  of  10  packages,  each 
containing  approximately  equal  portions 
of  not  less  than  300  milligrams  of  the 
nystatin  used  in  making  the  batch. 

(e)  The  fees  for  the  services  rendered 
with  respect  to  the  samples  submitted  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
paragraph  (d)  of  this  section  shall  be: 

(1)  $5.00  for  each  immediate  con¬ 
tainer  in  the  sample  of  the  batch. 

(2)  $4.00  for  each  immediate  con¬ 
tainer  of  the  nystatin  used  in  making 
the  batch. 

Notice  and  pubHc  procedure  are  not 
necessary  prerequisites  to  the  promulga¬ 
tion  of  this  order,  and  I  so  find,  since  it 
was  drawn  in  collaboration  with  inter¬ 
ested  members  of  the  affected  industry 
and  since  it  would  be  against  public  in¬ 
terest  to  delay  providing  for  the  amend¬ 
ments  set  forth  above. 

This  order  shall  become  effective  upon 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register, 
since  both  the  public  and  the  affected 
industry  will  benefit  by  the  earliest  effec¬ 
tive  date,  and  1  so  find. 

(Sec.  701,  52  Stat.  1055,  as  amended;  21 
U.  S.  C.  871.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  507,  59 
Stat.  463,  as  amended;  21  U.  S.  C.  357) 

Dated:  July  10,  1957. 

[SEAL]  Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[P.*  R.  Doc.  57-5792;  PUed,  July  16,  1957; 

8:50  a.  m.] 


TITLE  24~HOUSING  AND 
HOUSING  CREDIT 

Chapter  II  —  Federal  Housing  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Housing  and  Home 
Finance  Agency 

Subchopter  C — Mutual  Mortgage  Insurance  and 
Servicemen’s  Mortgage  Insurance 

Part  222 — Mutual  Mortgage  Insurance; 
Rights  and  Obligations  or  Mortgagee 
Under  the  Insurance  Contract 

sales,  assignments,  pledges  and 
participations 

Section  222.16  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  222.16  Sales,  assignments,  pledges 
and  participations,  (a)  The  mortgagee 
shall  not  assign,  transfer,  convey  or 
pledge  an  insured  mortgage  or  group  of 
insured  mortgages  to  any  person,  firm 
or  corporation,  public  or  private,  other 
than  an  approved  mortgagee,  whether 
individually  or  in  trust  for  another: 
Provided,  That  this  paragraph  shall  not 
be  construed  to  apply  to  a  transfer  of  a 
mortgage  to  an  approved  mortgagee  in 
its  trust  or  other  fiduciary  capacity  if 
provision  is  made  that,  upon  termination 
of  the  fiduciary  relationship,  any  insured 
mortgage  or  mortgages  held  in  the  trust 
or  other  fiduciary  estate  shall  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  an  approved  mortgagee  rather 
than  to  the  beneficiary. 

(b)  The  mortgagee  shall  not  dispose 
of  any  partial  interest  in  an  insured 
mortgage  or  group  of  insured  mortgages 


by  means  of  an  agreement,  arrange¬ 
ment  or  device  (including  a  declaration 
Qf  trust,  a  participation  certificate  or  a 
trust  certificate)  unless  (1)  it  files  with 
the  Commissioner  a  copy  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  legal  instruments,  together  with 
a  prospectus  and  such  other  material 
and  information  as  the  Commisisoner 
may  require,  and  (2)  the  proposed  agree¬ 
ments  or  legal  instruments  provide  that 
one  approved  mortgagee  will  be  the 
mortgagee  of  record  under  the  contract 
of  insurance  and  that  the  Commissioner 
shall  have  no  obligation  to  recognize  or 
deal  with  any  other  party  except  the 
approved  mortgagee  of  record  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  rights,  benefits  and  obliga¬ 
tions  of  the  mortgagee  imder  the  con¬ 
tract  of  insurance. 

(Bee.  211,  52  stat.  23;  12  U.  S.  C.  1715b) 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  July  12, 
1957. 

Norman  P.  Mason, 
Federal  Housing  Commissioner. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  57-5791;  Piled,  July  16,  1957; 

8:50  a.  m.] 


TITLE  25— INDIANS 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs, 
Department  of  the  Interior 

Subchapter  L— Irrigation  Proiects;  Operation  and 
Maintenance 

Part  130 — Operation  and  Maintenance 
Charges 

FLATHEAD  INDIAN  IRRIGATION  PROJECT, 
MONTANA 

Pursuant  to  section  4  (a)  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act  of  Jime  11, 
1946  (Pub.  Law  404,  79th  Cong.,  60  Stat. 
238)  and  authority  contained  in  the  acts 
of  Congress  approved  August  1,  1914; 
May  18, 1916;  and  March  7, 1928  (38  Stat. 
583;  25  U.,S.  C.  385;  39  Stat.  142;  and  45 
Stat.  210;'25  U.  S.  C.  387)  and  by  virtue 
of  authority  delegated  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  the  Commisioner  of  In¬ 
dian  Affairs  to  the  Area  Director  (Bu¬ 
reau  Order  No.  551,  Amendment  No.  1; 
16  F.  R.  5454-7) ,  notice  was  given  of  the 
intention  to  modify  Secs.  130.24,  130.26, 
and  130.28  of  Title  25,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  dealing  with  irrigable  lands 
of  tiie  Flathead  Indian  Irrigation  Proj¬ 
ect,  Mountana,  that  are  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  several  irrigation  dis¬ 
tricts,  as  follows: 

Interested  persons  were  thereby  given 
opportimity  to  participate  in  preparing 
the  modification  by  submitting  data  or 
written  arguments  within  30  days  from 
the  publication  of  the  notice.  No  objec¬ 
tions  were  submitted.  Accordingly, 
§§  130.24,  130.26  and  130.28  are  modified 
as  follows: 

§  130.24  Charges.  Pursuant  to  a  con¬ 
tract  executed  by  the  Flathead  Irriga¬ 
tion  District,  Flathead  Indian  Irrigation 
Project,  Montana,  on  May  12,  1928,  as 
supplemented  and  amended  by  later  con¬ 
tracts  dated  February  27, 1929,  March  28, 
1934,  August  26,  1936,  and  April  5,  1950, 
there  is  hereby  fixed  for  the  season  of 
1958,  an  assessment  of  $240,002  for  the 
operation  and  maintenance  of  the  irr^a- 
tion  system  which  serves  that  portion  of 


the  project  within  the  confines  and  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Flathead  Irriga¬ 
tion  District.  This  assessment  involves 
an  area  of  approximately  73,482  acres; 
does  not  include  any  land  held  in  trust 
for  Indians  and  covers  all  proper  gen¬ 
eral  charges  and  project  overhead. 

§  130.26  Charges.  Pursuant  to  a  con¬ 
tract  executed  by  the  Mission  Irrigation 
District,  Flathead  Indian  Irrigation 
Project,  Montana,  on  March  7, 1931,  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
on  April  21,  1931,  as  supplemented  and 
amended  by  later  contracts  dated  June 
2,  1934,  June  6,  1936,  and  May  16,  1951, 
there  is  hereby  fixed,  for  the  season  of 
1958,  an  assessment  of  $44,872  for  the 
operation  and  maintenance  of  the  irri¬ 
gation  system  which  serves  that  portion 
of  the  project  within  the  confines  and 
imder  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Mission  Ir¬ 
rigation  District.  This  assessment  in¬ 
volves  an  area  of  approximately  13,659 
acres;  does  not  include  any  land  Md 
in  trust  for  Indians  and  covers  all  proper 
general  charges  and  project  overhead. 

§  130.28  Charges.  Pursuant  to  a  con¬ 
tract  executed  by  the  Jocko  Valley  Ir¬ 
rigation  District,  Flathead  Indian  Irri¬ 
gation  Project,  Montana,  on  November 
13,  1934,  approved  by  the  Secretary 
the  Int^ior  on  February  26,  1935,  as 
supplemented  and  amended  by  later  con¬ 
tracts  dated  August  26,  1936,  and  April 
18,  1950,  there  is  hereby  fixed,  for  the 
season  of  1958,  an  assessment  of  $16,484 
for  the  operation  and  maintenance  of 
the  irrigation  system  which  serves  that 
portion  of  the  project  within  the  confines 
and  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Jocko 
Valley  Irrigation  District.  This  assess¬ 
ment  involves  an  area  of  approximately 
5,993  acres;  does  not  include  any  lands 
held  in  trust  for  Indians  and  covers  all 
proper  general  charges  and  project 
overhead. 

(Secs.  1,  3,  36  Stat.  270,  272,  as  amended;  25 
U.  S.  C.  385) 

M.  A.  Johnson, 
Acting  Area  Director. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-5768;  Piled,  July  16,  1957; 
8:45  a.  m.] 

TITLE  38— PENSIONS,  BONUSES, 
AND  VETERANS’  RELIEF 

Chapter  I — ^Veterans  Administration 

Part  6 — ^United  States  Government 
Life  InsurXncb 

Part  8 — ^National  Service  Life 
Insurance 

CLAIMS  ALLEGING  INSURANCE  CONTRACT 

WHERE  THERE  IS  NO  APPLICATION  FOE 

INSURANCE  ON  FILE 

1.  Section  6.150  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows:  • 

I 

§  6.150  Claims  alleging  insurance  con¬ 
tract  where  there  is  no  application  for 
insurance  on  file.  In  those  cases  where 
claim  is  made  alleging  that  a  person 
made  valid  application  for  yearly  renew¬ 
able  term  (War  Risk)  insurance  or 
United  States  Governihent  life  insur¬ 
ance,  and  that  the  insurance  is  subject 
to  reinstatement,  or  that  such  insurance 
matured  by  reason  of  the  total  and 
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permanent  disability  or  death  of  the 
person  at  a  time  when  the  insurance  was 
in  force,  and,  in  case  of  death,  that  there 
was  a  valid  designation  of  beneficiary, 
or  that  there  is  entitlement  to  total  disa¬ 
bility  benefits,  and  where  there  is  no  ap¬ 
plication  for  insurance  on  file,  the  claim¬ 
ant  will  be  required  to  submit  all  avail¬ 
able  evidence  concerning  the  alleged 
application  for  insurance  in  such  manner 
and  on  such  forms  as  may  be  deemed 
necessary.  The  evidence  submitted  by 
the  claimant  and  the  evidence  as  dis¬ 
closed  by  records  in  possession  of  the 
Government  relative  to  the  question  as 
to  whether  the  person  made  a  valid  ap¬ 
plication  for  insurance  will  be  considered 
and.  if  found  sufiicient  to  establish  as  a 
fact  that  the'  said  person  did  apply  for 
insurance  and  if  the  other  allegations  of 
said  claim  are  sustained,  a  record  of  in¬ 
surance  will  be  established  in  accordance 
with  such  finding.  However,  if  it  be  de¬ 
termined  that  the  evidence  is  not  suffi¬ 
cient  to  establish  as  a  fact  that  the  said 
person  applied  for  insurance  as  alleged, 
or  determined  that  any  insurance  ap¬ 
plied  for  as  alleged  would  not  be  valid  or 
not  subject  to  reinstatement,  or  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  said  person  did  not  be¬ 
come  permanently  and  totally  disabled, 
or  die  at  a  time  when  the  insurance 
would  have  been  in  force  if  insurance 
had  been  applied  for,  or,  in  case  of  death, 
if  it  be  determined  that  there  was  no 
valid  designation  of  beneficiary,  the 
claimant  will  be  so  informed  and  will  be 
notified  that,  unless  he  desires  to  appeal 
to  the  Administrator,  a  disagreement 
exists  as  to  the  matters  in  controversy  as 
contemplated  by  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  19  of  the  World  War  Veterans’  Act, 
1924,  as  amended,  as  far  as  the  Veterans 
Administration  is  concerned.  Further, 
the  claimant  will  be  informed  that  an 
appeal  may  be  taken  from  the  decision 
to  the  Administrator  of  Veterans  Affairs 
by  giving  notice  in  writing  in  accordance 
with  §  19.2  of  this  chapter.  The  Chief 
Insurance  Director  or  Deputy  Chief  In¬ 
surance  Director  will  make  all  original 
determinatiom  as  to  whether  a  person 
made  valid  application  for  insurance  as 
alleged.  The  determination  as  to  the 
validity  of  beneficiary  designations,  in 
death  cases,  will  be  made  by  the  claims 
activity  having  jurisdiction  over  the 
insurance  death  claim. 

(Sec.  5,  43  Stat.  608,  as  amended,  sec.  2,  46 
Stat.  1016,  sec,  7,  48  Stat.  9,  sec,  6.  65  Stat. 
35;  38  U,  S.  C.  11a,  426,  707,  855.  Interprets 
or  applies  secs.  300,  301,  43  Stat.  624,  as 
amended;  38  U.  S.  C.  511,  512)  » 

2.  Section  8.70  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

\ 

§  8.70  Claims  alleging  insurance  con~ 
tract  where  there  is  no  application  for  in¬ 
surance  on  file.  In  those  cases  where 
claim  is  made  alleging  that  a  person 
made  valid  application  for  National 
&rvice  life  insurance,  and  that  the 
insurance  is  subject  to  reinstatement  or  a 
waiver  of  payment  of  premiums  is  in 
order,  or  that  the  insurance  matured  by 
reason  of  the  death  of  the  insured  at 
a  time  when  the  insurance  was  in  force, 
and  that  there  was  a  valid  designation 
of  beneficiary,  and  where  there  is  no  ap¬ 
plication  for  insurance  on  file,  the 


claimant  will  be  required  to  submit  an 
available  evidence  concerning  the  alleged 
application  for  insurance  in  such  man¬ 
ner  and  on  such  forms  as  may  be  deemed 
necessary.  The  evidence  submitted  by 
the  claimant  and  the  evidence  as  dis¬ 
closed  by  records  in  possession  of  the 
Government  relative  to  the  question  as 
to  wheUier  the  person  made  a  valid 
application  for  insurance  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  and,  if  found  sufficient  to 
establish  as  a  fact  that  the  said  person 
did  apply  for  insurance  and  if  the  other 
allegations  of  said  claim  are  sustained, 
a  record  of  insurance  will  be  established 
in  accordance  with  such  finding.  How¬ 
ever,  if  it  be  determined  that  the 
evidence  is  not  sufficient  to  establish  as 
a  fact  that  the  said  person  applied  for 
insurance  as  alleged,  or  determined  that 
any  insurance  applied  for  as  alleged 
would  not  be  valid  or  not  subject  to  re¬ 
instatement,  or  determined  that  the  said 
person  did  not  die  at  a  time  when  the  in¬ 
surance  would  have  been  in  force  if 
insurance  had  been  applied  for,  or,  in 
case  of  death,  if  it  be  determined  that 
there  was  no  valid  designation  of  bene¬ 
ficiary,  the  claimant  will  be  so  informed 
and  will  be  notified  that,  unless  he  desires 
to  appeal  to  the  Administrator,  a  dis¬ 
agreement  exists  as  to  the  matters  in 
controversy  as  contemplated  by  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  617  of  the  National 
Service  Life  Insurance  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended,  as  far  as  the  Veterans  Admin¬ 
istration  is  concerned.  Further,  the 
claimant  will  be  informed  that  an  appeal 
may  be  taken  from  the  decision  to  the 
Administrator  of  Veterans  Affairs  by  giv¬ 
ing  notice  in  writing  in  accordance  with 
§  19.2  of  this  chapter.  The  Chief  In¬ 
surance  Director  or  Deputy  Chief  Insur¬ 
ance  Director  will  make  all  original  de¬ 
terminations  as  to  whether  a  person 
made  valid  application  for  insurance  as 
alleged.  The  determination  as  to  the 
validity  of  beneficiary  designations,  in 
death  cases,  will  be  made  by  the  claims 
activity  in  the  office  having  jurisdiction 
over  the  insurance  death  claim. 

(Sec.  608,  54  Stat.  1012,  as  amended,  sec.  6. 
65  Stat.  35;  38  U.  S.  C.  808,  855.  Interprets  or 
applies  sec.  602,  54  Stat.  1009,  as  amended; 
38  U.  S.  C.  802) 

This  regulation  is  effective  July  17, 
1957. 

[seal!  J.  C.  Palmer, 

Assistant  Deputy  Administrator. 

[P.  R,  Doc.  57-5781;  Piled,  July  16,  1957; 

8:48  a.  m.] 

TITLE  49— TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter  I — Interstate  Commerce 
Commission 

Swbchopter  A— General  Rules  and  Regulations 

Part  7 — ^List  op  Forms,  Part  II, 
Interstate  Commerce  A,ct 

Subchapter  B— Carriers  by  Motor  Vehicles 

Part  180 — Control  or  Consolidation  op 

MoT(»  Carriers  or  Their  Properties 

MISCELLANEOUS  AMENDMENTS 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Division  4,  held  at  its 


office  in  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  17th 
day  of  April  A.  D.  1957. 

The  matter  of  applications  designated 
Forms  B.  M.  C.-44,‘  B.  M.  C.-45,‘  and 
B.  M.  C.-46‘  (§§7.44,  7.45,  and  7.46), 
prescribed,  by  orders  entered  November 
12,  1940  (5  F.  R.  4608),  and  March  19, 
1942  (7  F.  R.  2601),  as  supplemented  by 
orders  entered  September  17,  1943  (8  , 

F.  R.  13193),  December  11, 1945  (11  F.  R. 
746,  747),  December  27,  1951  (17  F.  R. 
234)  ,  June  13,  1952  (17  F.  R.  5952-5953), 
July  1,  1953  (18  F.  R.  4257),  March  10, 
1954  (19  F.  R.  1462),  and  May  14,  1954 
(19  F.  R.  2967),  being  under  further 
consideration,  and  the  changes  to  be  ef¬ 
fectuated  by  this  order  being  minor 
Ctianges  not  requiring  rule-making  pro-  , 
cedure  under  section  4  (a)  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Procedure  Act,  5  U.  S.  C.  1003 

(a) ,  and  good  cause  appearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That  Part  7  be,  and  it  is 

hereby,  amended  as  follows : 

§  7.45  B.  M.  C.  45  {Revised).  Appli¬ 
cation  for  authority  under  section  5, 
Interstate  Commerce' Act,  to  acquire  con¬ 
trol  of  a  motor  carrier'or  motor  carriers 
through  ownership  of  stock,  or  otherwise. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Part  180  be, 
an(^  it  is  hereby,  amended  as  follows: 

In  §  180.1  Application  for  authority  to 
merge  properties  or  franchises,  retain 
paragraph  (a),  and  amend  paragraphs 

(b)  and  (c)  so  as  to  read  as  follows: 

(b)  The  original  of  each  such  appli¬ 
cation  and  five  copies  thereof  shall  be 
filed  with  this  Commission,  one  copy 
thereof  shall  be  furnished  to  each  of  the 
Directors  of  Districts  of  the  Bureau  of 
Motor  Carriers  in  which  are  located  the 
headquarters  of  the  carriers  involved  in 
the  application,  and  one  copy  shall  be 
delivered,  in  person  or  by  registered  or 
receipted  mail,  to  the  Board,  Commis¬ 
sion,  or  Official  (or  to  the  Governor 
where  there  is  no  Board,  Commission,  or 
Official)  having  authority  to  regulate  the 
business  of  transportation  by  motor 
vehicle  in  each  State  in  which  said  car¬ 
riers  operate.  Applicants  are  not  re¬ 
quired  to  give  notice  to  competitors  since 
notice  of  such  filing  will  be  by  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register,  as  provided 
in  §  1.240  of  this  chapter. 

(c)  Proof  of  service  of  copies  of  the 
application  as  provided  in  paragraph  (b) 
of  this  section  shall  be  made  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  and  as  part  of  the  original  ap¬ 
plication  filed  with  this  Commission. 

In  §  180.6  Application  for  approval  of 
temporary  operation,  retain  paragraph 
(a) ,  and  amend  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c) 
so  as  to  read  as  follows: 

(b)  The  original  of  each  such  appli¬ 
cation  and  five  copies  thereof,  shall  be 
filed  with  this  Commission,  one  copy 
thereof  shall  be  furnished  to  each  of 
•  the  Directors  of  Districts  of  the  Bureau 
of  Motor  Carriers  in  which  the  head¬ 
quarters  of  applicants  are  located,  and 
one  copy  shall  be  delivered,  in  person  or 
by  registered  or  receipted  ihail,  to  the 
Board,  Commission,  or  Official  (or  to  the 
Governor  where  there  is  no  Board,  Com¬ 
mission,  or  Official)  having  authority  to 
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regulate  the  busixaess  of  traiuf)ortation 
by  motor  vehicle  in  each  State  to  which 
the  applicants  operate.  Apphcants  are 
not  required  to  give  notice  to  competi« 
tors  since  noUce  of  such  filing  will  be  by 
publication  in  the  ^dcral  Recxstcr,  as 
provided  in  9  1J240  of  this  chequer. 

(c)  Proof  of  service  of  copies  of  the 
application  as  provided  in  paragraito  (b) 
of  this  section  shall  be  made  in  connec* 
ticm  with  and  as  part  of  the  original  ap- 
pdicatton  filed  with  this  Commission. 

9  180.50  Application  for  authority  to 
actjuire  control,  (a)  Applications  for 
authority  under  section  5.  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  to  acquire  control  of  a 
motor  carrier  or  motor  carriers  through 
ownership  of  stock,  or  otherwise,  shall 
be  in  the  form  and  contain  the  informa¬ 
tion  called  for  in  the. form  of  applica¬ 
tion,  designated  Form  B.  M.  C.-45  (Re¬ 
vised)  (9  7.45  of  this  chapter). 


(b)  The  original  of  each  such  applica¬ 
tion  and  five  copies  thereof  shall  be  filed 
with  this  Commission,  ohe  copy  thereof 
shall  be  furnished  to  each  of  the  Direc¬ 
tors  of  Districts  of  the  Bureau  of  Motor 
Carriers  in  which  are  located  the  head¬ 
quarters  of  the  carriers  Involved  in  the 
application,  and  one  copy  shall  be  de¬ 
livered,  in  person  or  by  registered  or 
receipted  mail,  to  the  Board,  Commission, 
or  Official  (or  to  the  Governor  where 
there  is  no  Board,  Commission,  or  Offi¬ 
cial)  having  authority  to  regulate  the 
business  of  transportation  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle  in  each  State  in  which  said  carriers 
operate.  Applicant  is  not  required  to 
give  notice  to  competitors  since  notice 
of  such  filing  will  be  by  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register,  as  provided  in  §  1.240 
of  this  chapter. 

(c)  Pro<rf  of  service  of  copies  of  the 
application  as  provided  in  paragraph  (b) 
of  this  section  shall  be  made  in  connec¬ 


tion  with  and  as  part  of  the  original  ap¬ 
plication  filed  with  this  Commission. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  notice  of 
this  order  shall  be  given  to  the  general 
public  by  depositing  a  copy  thereof  in  the 
office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
at  Washington,  D.  C.,  and  with  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Division  of  the  Federal 
Register. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  this 
order  shall  become  effective  on  August 
1, 1957. 

(24  Stat.  383,  as  amended,  49  Stat.  546,  as 
amended,  49  U.  S.  C.  12,  304,  Interpret  or 
apply  secs.  1,  5,  24  Stat.  379,  as  amended,  380, 
as  amended,  49  Stat.  544,  as  amended,  555,  as 
amended;  49  U.  S.  C.  1, 5. 303, 312) 

By  the  Commission,  Division  4. 

[SEAL]  Harold  D.  McCot, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-5786;  Piled,  July  16,  1957; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

t  7  CFR  Part  927  1 

Milk  m  New  York-New  Jersey 
Marketing  Area 

NOTICE  OF  EXTENSION  OF  TIME  RELATING  TO 
PROPOSED  FREIGHT  ZONES 

The  date  for  fiUng  data,  views  or  argu¬ 
ments  with  respect  to  proposed  freight 
zones  listed  in  the  notice  issued  on  July 
3,  1957,  is  hereby  extended  to  July  23, 
1957. 

[seal]  C.  J.  Blanford, 

Market  Administrator. 

July  9,  1957. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-5817;  Piled,  July  16,  1957; 
8:54  a.  m.] 
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[AO-296] 

Irish  Potatoes  Grown  in  Upper  Penin¬ 
sula  OF  Michigan  and  Florence 
AND  Marinette  Counties  in  Wisconsin 

NOTICE  OF  HEARING  WITH  RESPECT  TO  PRO¬ 
POSED  MARKETING  AGREEMENT  AND  ORDER 

Pursuant  to  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended 
(48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C.  601 
et  seq.;  68  Stat.  906,  1047),  and  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  applicable  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  governing  the 
formulation  of  marketing  agreements 
and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR  900.0 
et  seq.),  notice  is  hereby  given  of  a 
pidilic  hearing  to  be  held  in  the  Court 
House,  Supervisors’  Rocun,  Marquette, 
Michigan,  beginning  at  9:30  a.  m.,  local 
time,  August  5, 1957,  with  respect  to  pro¬ 
posed  Marketing  Agreement  No.  136  and 
Order  No.  63  regulating  the  handling  of 
Irish  potatoes  grown  in  the  Upper  Penin¬ 


sula  of  Michigan,  and  Flofence  and -Mar¬ 
inette  Counties  in  Wisconsin.  The  pro¬ 
posed  marketing  agreement  and  order 
have  not  received  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

The  public  hearing  is  for  the  purpose 
of  receiving  evidence  with  respect  to 
economic  and  marketing  conditions 
which  relate  to  the  provisions  of  the 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth,  or  appropriate  modifi¬ 
cations  thereof. 

Growers  and  shippers  in  the  Upper 
Peninsula  of  Michigan  as  represented  by 
the  Upper  Peninsula  Potato  Growers 
Association,  requested  a  hearing  gn  the 
following  proposed  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order  authorizing  regulation 
of  the  handling  of  potatoes  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  production  area. 

DEFINITIONS 

9  963.1  Secretary.  “Secretary”  means 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  of  the 
United  States,  or  any  officer  or  employee 
of  the  United  States  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  to  whom  authority  has  hereto¬ 
fore  been  delegated,  or  to  whom  author¬ 
ity  may  hereafter  be  delegated,  to  act  in 
his  stead. 

§  963.2  Act.  “Act”  means  Public  Act 
No.  10,  73d  Congress,  as  amended  and  as 
reenacted  and  amended  by  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended  (48  Stat.  31,  as  amended; 
7  U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.;  68  Stat.  906,  1047). 

§  963.3  Person.  “Person”  means  an 
individual,  partnership,  corporation,  as¬ 
sociation,  or  any  other  business  unit. 

§  963.4  Production  area.  “Produc¬ 
tion  area”  means  all  territory  within  the 
counties  of  Alger,  Baraga,  Chippewa, 
Delta,  Dickinson,  Keweenaw,  Gogebic, 
Houghton,  Iron,  Luce,  Mackinac,  Mar¬ 
quette,  Menominee,  Ontonagon,  and 
Schoolcraft,  all  in  the  Upper  Peninsula 
in  Michigan,  and  Florence  and  Marinette 
Counties  in  Wisconsin. 


9  963.5  Potatoes.  "Potatoes”  means 
all  varieties  of  Irish  potatoes  grown 
within  the  production  area. 

9  963.6  Varieties.  “Varieties”  means 
and  includes  all  classifications  or  subdi¬ 
visions  of  Irish  potatoes  according  to 
those  definitive  characteristics  now  or 
hereafter  recognized  by  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture. 

§  963.7  Seed  potatoes.  “Seed  pota¬ 
toes”  or  “seed”  means  all  potatoes  offi¬ 
cially  certified  and  tagged,  marked,  or 
otherwise  appropriately  identified  under 
the  supervision  of  the  official  seed  potato 
certifying  agency  of  the  State  in  which 
the  potatoes  were  grown. 

9  963.8  Table  stock  potatoes.  "Table 
stock  potatoes”  or  “table  stock”  means 
and  includes  all  potatoes  not  included 
within  the  definition  of  “seed  potatoes.” 

9  963.9  Handle.  “Handle”  is  synon¬ 
ymous  with  “ship”  means  to  sell  or 
transport  potatoes,  or  cause  potatoes  to 
be  sold  or  transported,  within  the  pro¬ 
duction  area  or  between  the  production 
area  and  any  point  outside  thereof. 
This  definition  of  “handle”  shall  not  be 
applicable  to  potatoes  that  are  trans¬ 
ported  within  the  production  area  for 
grading  or  storing  therein. 

9  963.10  Handler.  “Handler”  is  syn¬ 
onymous  with  “shipper”  and  means  any 
person  (except  a  common  or  contract 
carrier  of  potatoes  owned  by  another 
person)  who  handles  potatoes. 

9  963.11  Producer.  "Producer” 
means  any  person  engaged  in  a  proprie¬ 
tary  capacity  im  the  production  of  pota¬ 
toes  for  market. 

9  963.12  Grading.  “Grading”  is  syn¬ 
onymous  with  “preparing  for  market” 
.  and  means  the  sorting  or  separating  of 
potatoes  into  grades  and  sizes  for  market 
purposes. 

9  963.13  Grade  and  size.  “Grade” 
means  any  of  the  officially  established 
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grades  of  potatoes,  and  “size’*  means  any 
of  the  officially  establi^Md  sizes  of  po¬ 
tatoes,  as  defined  and  set  forth  in: 

(a)  The  United  States  Standards  for 
Potatoes  issued  by  ttie  United  States  De- 
pfirtmwit  of  Agriculture  (§§  51.1540  to 
51.1559  of  Uiis  title),  or  amendments 
thereto,  or  modifications  thereof,  or  var¬ 
iations  based  thereon; 

(b)  United  States  Consumer  Stand¬ 
ards  for  Potatoes  as  issued  by  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture 
(§§51.1575  to  51.1587  Of  this  title),  or 
amendments  thereto,  or  modifications 
thereof,  or  variations  based  thereon;  and 

(c)  State  standards  for  potatoes  issued 
jjy  the  State  in  which  the  potatoes  are 
shipped,  or  amendments  thereto,  or 
modifications  thereof,  or  variations 
based  thereon. 

1 963.14  Pack.  “Pack”  means  a  unit 
of  potatoes  in  any  type  of  container  and 
which  falls  within  specific  weight  limits 
or  within  specific  grade  limits  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  committee  and  approved 
by  the  Secretary, 

5 963.15  Container.  ‘‘Container** 
means  a  sack,  bag,  crate,  box,  basket, 
barrel,  or  bulk  load  or  any  other  unit 
used  in  the  packaging,  transportation 
or  sale  of  potatoes. 

§  963.16  Committee.  “Committee” 
means  the  Upper  Peninsula  of  Michigan 
Potato  Committee  established  pursuant 
to  §  963.25. 

§  963.17  District.  “District”  means 
each  of  Uie  geographic  divisions  of  the 
production  area  initially  established  or 
as  reestablished  pursuant  to  §  963.32. 

§963.18  Fiscal  period.  “Fiscal  period” 
means  the  period  beginning  and  ending 
on  the  dates  approved  by  the  Secretary 
pursuant  to  recommendations  by  the 
committee. 

§  963.19  Export.  “Export”  means 
shipment  of  potatoes  beyond  the  boun¬ 
daries  of  continental  United  States. 

§  963.20  Washed  potatoes.  “Washed 
potatoes”  means  potatoes  cleaned  by 
water  that  meet  standards  of  cleanness 
established  by  the  Secretary  pursuant 
to  committee  recommendations.  The 
U.  S.  Standards  for  Potatoes  (§§  51.1540- 
51.1599  of  this  title)  shall  be  the  basis 
for  standards  of  cleanness  and  deter¬ 
minations  and  certification  of  cleanness 
fhall  be  by  the  Federal-State  Inspection 
Service.  — 

§  963.21  Label.  “Label”  means  to 
mark,  brand,  or  otherwise  designate  on 
containers,  the  official  grade,  or  size,  or 
both,  of  potatoes  therein. 

C(»iMITTEE 

§  963.25  Establishment  and  member-^ 
ship,  (a)  The  Upper  Peninsula  of  Mich¬ 
igan  Potato  Committee  consisting  of  nine 
members,  of  whom  six  shall  be  pro¬ 
ducers  and  three  shall  be  handlers,  is 
hereby  established. 

(b)  Each  person  selected  as  a  com¬ 
mittee  member  or  alternate  shall  be  a 
■producer  or  a  handler  respectively,  or 
an  officer  or  employee  thereof,  in  the 
district  for  which  selected  and  each  such 
person  shall  be  a  resident  of  such  district. 


(c)  For  each  member  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  there  shall  be  an  alternate  who 
shall  have  the  same  qualifications  as' 
the  member.  The  alternate  member 
shall  act  in  the  place  and  stead  of  the 
member  for  whom  he  is  an  alternate 
during  such  member’s  absence.  In  the 
event  of  the  death,  removal,  resignation, 
or  disqualification  of  a  member,  his  al¬ 
ternate  §hall  act  for  him  imtil  a  suc¬ 
cessor  for  the  unexpired  term  of  said 
member  is  selected  and  has  qualified. 

§  963.26  Selection,  (a)  The  Secre¬ 
tary  shall  select  from  each  District  two 
producer  members  and  their  alternates, 
also  one  handler  member  and  his 
alternate. 

(b)  Any  person  selected  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  as  a  committee  member  or  as  an 
alternate  shall  file  a  written  acceptance 
with  the  Sfecretary  within  ten  days  after 
being  notified  of  such  selection  to  qualify 
for  the  position. 

i  963.27  Term  of  offl,ce.  (a)  ’The 
term  of  office  of  committee  members  shall 
begin  as  of  July  1  and  end  as  of  June  30. 
The  term  of  office  by  producer  members 
shall  be  for  three  years.  The  term  of 
office  of  the  producer  members  of  the 
initial  committee  shall  be  so  determined 
by  the  Secretary  that  one-third  shall  be 
for  a  term  of  one  year,  one-third  for  a 
term  of  two  years,  and  one-third  for  a 
term  of  three  The  term  oi  office 

of  alternate  producer  members,  and  of 
handler  members  and  alternate  shall 
be  for  one  year.  No  producer  member 
and  no  handler  member  shall  serve  for 
more  than  three  c(»isecutive  terms. 

(b)  Committee  members  and  alter¬ 
nates  shall  serve  during  the  term  of  office 
for  which  they  are  selected  and  have 
qualified,  or  during  that  portion  thereof 
beginning  on  the  date  on  which  they 
qualify  during  such  term  of  office  and 
continuing  until  the  end  thereof,  and  im¬ 
til  their  successors  are  selected  and  have 
qualified. 

§  963.28  Procedure,  (a)  Six  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  committee  shall  be  necessary 
to  constitute  a  quorum  and  six  concur¬ 
ring  votes  shall  be  required  to  pass  any 
motion  or  approve  any  committee  action. 

(b)  The  committee  may  provide  for 
meeting  by  telephone,  telegraph,  or  other 
means  of  communication  and  any  vote 
cast  at  such  meeting  shall  be  confirmed 
promptly  in  writing.  "When  any  assem-* 
bled  meeting  is  held,  all  votes  shall  be 
cast  in  person. 

§  963.29  Powers.  The  committee  shall 
have  the  following  powers: 

(a)  To  administer  the  provisions  of 
this  part  in  accordance  with  its  terms; 

(b)  To  make  rules  and  regulations  to 
effectuate  the  terms  and  provisions  of 
this  port; 

(c)  To  receive,  investigate,  and  report 
to  the  Secretary  complaints  of  violations 
of  the  provisions  of  this  part;  and 

(d)  To  rec(»nmend  to  the  Secretary 
amendments  to  this  part. 

§  963.30  Duties.  ’The  committee  shall 
have  the  following  duties; 

(a)  Meet  said  organize  as  soon  as  prac¬ 
tical  sifter  the  beginning  of  esuih  term  of 
office,  select  a  chairmsm  and  such  other 
officers  as  may  be  necessary,  select  sub¬ 
committees,  and  adopt  such  rules  and 
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procedures  for  the  conduct  of  its  business 
as  It  may  deem  advisable. 

<b)  Act  as  Intennediary  between  the 
Secretary  and  any  producer  or  handler. 

(c)  Appoint  such  employees,  agents, 
and  representatives  as  it  may  deem 
necessary  and  determine  the  salaries 
and  define  the  duties  of  each  such 
individuaL 

(d)  Keep  minutes,  books,  and  records 
which  clearly  reflect  all  of  the  acts  and 
transactions  of  the  oommittee,'and  such 
minutes,  books  and  records  shall  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  examinati(xi  at  a^  time  by  the 
Secretary  or  his  authorized  agent  or 
representative. 

<e)  Furnish  the  Secretary  promptly 
ct^ies  of  the  minutes  of  each  committee 
meeting,  an  annual  report  of  the  commit¬ 
tee’s  operations  for  the  preceding  fiscal 
period,  and  such  other  reports  or  infor¬ 
mation  as  may  bd  requested  by  the 
Secretary. 

(f)  Consult,  cooperate,  and  exchange 
information  with  other  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  committees  and  other  agencies  or 
individuals  in  connection  with  proper 
committee  activities  and  objectives. 

<g)  Take  any  propo'  action  necessary 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  sub¬ 
part. 

§  963.31  Members*  expenses.  Com¬ 
mittee  members  and  alternates  shall  be 
reimbursed  for  expenses  necessarily  in¬ 
curred  in  the  performance  of  their  duties 
and  in  the  exercise  of  their  powers  under 
this  subpart. 

§  963.32  Districts,  (a)  For  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  selecting  committee  members, 
the  following  districts  of  the  production 
area  are  hereby  initially  established: 

District  No.  1:  Alger,  Delta,  Schoolcraft, 
Luce,  Mackinac  and  Chippewa  Counties  In 
Michigan; 

District  No.  2:  Marquette,  Iron,  Dickinson 
smd  Menominee  Counties  in  Michigan  and 
Florence  and  Marinette  Counties  In  Wiscon¬ 
sin;  and 

District  No.  3:  Houghton.  Baraga,  Kewee¬ 
naw,  Ontonagon  and  Gogebic  Counties  in 
Michigan. 

( b)  The  Secretary,  upon  recommenda¬ 
tion  of  .the  committee,  may  reestablish 
districts  within  tiie  production  area  and 
may  reapportion  committee  member¬ 
ship  among  the  various  districts;  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  there  shall  be  no  change  in 
the  total  number  of  committee  members 
or  in  the  total  number  of  districts.  In 
recommending  any  such  changes  in  dis¬ 
tricts  or  representation,  the  committee 
shall  give  consideration  to  (1)  the  rela¬ 
tive  importance  of  new  producing  sec¬ 
tions  ;  (2)  changes  in  the  relative  position 
of  existing  districts  with  respect  to  pro¬ 
duction;  (3)  the  geographic  location  of 
producing  sections  as  they  would  affect 
the  efficiency  of  administering  this  part; 
and  (4)  other  relevant  factors. 

§  963.33  Nominations.  The  Secretary 
may  select  the  members  of  the  Upper 
Peninsula  of  Michigan  Potato  .Cennmittee 
and  their  respective  alternates  fr(»a 
nominations  which  may  be  made  In  the 
following  manner: 

(a)  The  committee  shall  hold  or  cause 
to  be  held  prior  to  May  1  of  each  year, 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  subpart, 
a  meeting  or  meetings  of  producers  and 
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USESSMENTS  (a)  Each  handler  entitled  to  a  pro- 

;  the  beginning  of  Portionate  ref und  of  such  exce^ 

shall  credited  with  such  refund  against  the 
he  SS^tratiSn  operations  of  the  following  fiscal  period 
unless  he  demands  payment  thereof,  in 
'“'h  proportionate  refind 
J  oHa  Shall  be  paid  to  him;  or 

its  oroDosed  ex-  Secretary,  upon  recommen- 

dation of  the  committee,  may  determine  . 
SeSJ^  that  It  is  appropriate  for  the  maK 
re'^rt  functioning  of  the  committee 

snowing  funds  remaining  at  the  end  of  a 

fiscal  year  which  are  in  excess  of  the  ex- 
The  committee  is  penses  necessary  for  committee  opera¬ 
tions  during  such  period  may  be  carried 
over  into  following  periods  as  a  reserve. 
Such  reserve  may  be  established  at  an 
period  for  its  maintenance  and  function-  amount  not  to  exceed  approximately  one 
ing,  and  for  such  purposes  as  the  Secre-  fiscal  year’s  operational  expenses;  and 
tary,  pursuant  to  this  subpart,  determines  such  reserve  may  •  be  used  to  cover  the 

necessary  expenses  of  liquidation,  in  the 
event  of  termination  of  this  part,  and  to 
cover  the  expenses  incurred  for  the 
maintenance  and  functioning  of  the 
committee  during  any  fiscal  year  when 
there  is  a  crop  failure,  or  during  any 
period  of  suspension  of  any  or  all  of  the 
provisions  of  this  part. 

(c)  Upon  termination  of  this  part, 
any  funds  not  required  to  defray  the  nec¬ 
essary  expenses  of  liquidation  shall  be 
disposed  of  in  such  manner  as  the  Sec¬ 
retary  may  determine  to  be  appropri¬ 
ate:  Provided,  That  to  the  extent  prac¬ 
tical,  such  funds  shall  be  returned  pro 
rata  to  the  persons  from  whom  such 
funds  were  collected. 

§  963.44  Fiscal  reports.  The  books  of 
the  committee  shall  be  audited  by  a 
competent  accountant  at  least  once  each 
fiscal  period  and  at  such  other  times  as 
the  6ommittee  may  deem  necessary  or 
as  the  Secretary  may  request.  A  copy 


handlers,  respectively.  In  each  of  the  dis-  expenses  and 

tricts  designated  in  §  963.32  in  which  the  595340  Budget  . 
term  of  office  of  committee  mem^rs,  and  period  an 

their  r^pective  alte^tes,  will  com-  thereafter,  th< 

me^  the  following  July  1,  ..  prepare  a  budget  for 

(b)  ^  of  this  part.  The  con 

the  coin^ttee  may,  if  it  d^^  d^irable,  Secretar 

utUize  the  services  and  facUiti^  of  ex-  assessment  calculate 
IsUng  organi^UoM  and  agericies,  ^ 

(c)  At  each  such  meeting  at  least  two  nenditures  The  com 
nominees  shall  be  designated  for  each  .  budget  nromotl 
position  as  member  and  for  each  position 

M  alternaf  mem^r  on  the  Srh^s  “rXSSS 

which  is  vacant,  or  which  is  to  become 
vacant  the  following  June  30  of  each  §  963.41  Expenses. 
year;  authorized  to  incur  such  expenses  as  the 

(d)  Nominations  for  committee  mem-  Secretary  may  find  are  reasonable  and 
bers  and  alternate  members  shall  be  likely  to  be  incurred  during  each  fiscal 
supplied  to  the  Secretary,  in  such  man¬ 
ner  and  form  as  he  may  prescribe,  not 
later  than  May  31  of  each  year; 

(e)  Only  producers  may  participate  to  be  appropriate.  All  funds  received  by 
in  designating  nominees  for  producer  the  committee  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
committee  members  and  their  alternates  of  this  subpart  shall  be  used  solely  for  the 
and  only  handlers  may  participate  in  purposes  specified  in  this  part.  -.The 
designating  nominees  for  handler  com-  funds  to  cover  the  committee’s  expenses 
mittee  members  and  their  alternates;  shall  be  acquired  by  the  levying  of  as- 

(f )  Each  person  who  is  both  a  handler  sessments  uppn  handlers  as  provided  in 

and  a  producer  may  vote  either  as  a  this  subpart.  In  order  to  provide  fimds 
handler  or  as  a  producer  and  may  elect  to  carry  out  the  functions  of  the  commit- 
the  group  in  which  he  votes;  and  tee  handlers  may  make  advance  payment 

(g)  R^ardless  of  the  number  of  dis-  of  assessments. 

8»«3.42  Assessments,  (a)  Handlers 
duces  potatoes,  each  such  person  is  en-  ^  «  gho-g  exuenses  uoon  the  basis  of 

titled  to  cast  only  one  vote  on  behalf  of  i“® 

the  fiscal  period.  Each  handler  who  first 

himself,  his  agente,  subsi^ari^,  affiliates,  handles  potatoes  shall  pay  assessments 

and  representatives,  in  desipiating  ^  the- committee  upon  demand,  which 

nomine^  for  <»mmittw  members  and  assessments  shall  be  to  payment  of  such 

handler’s  pro-rata  share  of  the  commit- 

expenses.  Each  handler’s  share  of 

expense  shall  be  proportionate  to 

SllSlll  d0Cw  mIG  dlSyFlCb  WlUlim  Wllicri  OG  ^I^a  ^a^-aI  a# 

may  participate  as  aforesaid  la  deslgnat-  ***! 

potatoes  handled  by  hun  as  the  first 
ing  nominees.  An  eligible  voter  S  priv-  handler  thereof  during  the  fisra.1  neriod 
ilege  of  casting  only  one  vote,  as  afore-  tnerTOi  during  ine  ^ai  period 

quantity  of  potatoes  han- 

said,  shall  be  construed  to  permit  a  voter  jjigej  hv  all  handlers  as  first  handlers 
to  cast  one  vote  for  each  position  to  be  7 •  nanoiers  as  nrst  nanoiers 

*Ksa  ^  thereof  during  such  fiscal  period. 

®  district  to  which  Assessments  shaU  be  levied  upon 

ne  eiTOu  to  vow.  ...  handlers  at  rates  established  by  the  Sec- 

^  nominations  are  not  made  retarv  Such  rates  mav  be  established 
within  the  time  and  to  the  manner  speci-  ha«i«  nf  niA 

fied  bv  the  Secretarv  nursuant  to  this  uPon  the  basis  of  the  committee  s  recom- 

~  mendations  and  other  available  informa- 
section,  the  Secretary  may,  without  re-  tiQ*.  Such  rates  mav  be  annlied  eoui. 
yard  to  nominations,  select  the  commit-  “PP**®*  ®«'"- 

tee  members  and  alternates  on  the  basis  5_. 

M  the  representation  provided  for  In  this  t„<®'  S“e 

may  recommend  the  approval  of  an 

§  963.34  Vacancies.  To  fill  any  vacan-  ,  amended  budget  and  an  tocretuse  to  the 
cy  occasioned  by  the  failure  of  any  per-  rate  of  assessment.  Upon  the  basis  of 
son  selected  as  a  committee  member  or  as  such  recommendations,  or  other  avail- 
an  alternate  to  qualify  or  to  the  event  of  able  information,  the  Secretary  may  ap- 
the  death,  removal,  resignation,  or  dis-  prove  an  amended  budget  and  increase 
qualification  of  any  qualified  member  or  the  rate  of  e^essment.  Such  increase 
alternate,  a  successor  for  his  imexpired  shall  be  applicable  to  all  potatoes  which 
term  may  be  selected  by  the  Secretary  were  regulated  under  this  part  and  which 
from  nominations  made  to  the  manner  were  handled  by  the  first  handlers 
specified  to  i  963.33,  or  the  Secretary  thereof  during  such  fiscal  period, 
may  select  such  committee  member  or  (d)  The  payment  of  s^essments  for 
alternate  from  previously  unselected  the  maintenance  and  functioning  of  the 
nominees  on  the  current  nominee  list  committee  may  be  required  under  this 
from  the  district  involved.  If  the  names  part  throughout  the  period  it  is  to  effect 
of  nominees  to  fill  any  vacancy  are  not  irrespective  of  whether  particular  pro- 
made  available  to  the  Secretary  within  visions  thereof  are  suspended  or  became 
30  days  after  such  vacancy  occurs,  the  inoperative. 

Secretary  may  fill  such  vacancy  without  5  953.43  Refunds.  At  the  end  of  each 
regard  to  nominations,  which  selection  fiscal  period  funds  arising  from  the  ex- 
shall  be  made  on  the  basis  of  the  repre-  cess  of  assessments  collected  over  ex- 
sentation  provided  for  to  this  part.  penses  shall  be  accounted  for  as  follows: 
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(2)  Supply  of  potatoes  by  grade,  size, 
qi^ty,  and  matiirity  in  the  production 
urea  and  in  other  production  areas; 

(3)  The  trend  and  level  of  consumer 

income; 

(4)  Establishing  and  maintaining 
or^rly  marketing  conditions  for  pota* 
toes; 

(5)  Orderly  marketing  of  potatoes  as 
ihU  be  in  the  public  interest;  and 

(6)  Other  relevant  factors. 

(b)  Reports.  (1)  The  committee 
ffhaii  submit  a  report  to  the  Secretary 
setting  forth  the  aforesaid  marketing 
policy  and  it  shall  notify  producers  and 
handlers  of  the  contents  of  such  report. 

(2)  In  the  event  it  becomes  advisable  . 
to  shift  from  such  marketing  policy  be¬ 
cause  of  changed  supply  and  demand 
conditions,  the  committee  shall  prepare 
a  new  marketing  policy  in  accordance 
with  the  manner  previously  outlined. 
The  committee  shall  submit  a  report 
thereon  to  the  Secretary  and  notify  pro¬ 
ducers  and  handlers  of  the  contents  of 
such  report  on  the  revised  or  amended 
marketing  policy. 

§963.51  Recommendations  for  regu~ 
lations.  The  committee  shall  recom¬ 
mend  to  the  Secretary  grade,  size,  qual¬ 
ity,  and  maturity  regulations,  or 
amendments  thereto,  or  modifications 
thereof,  whenever  it  finds  that  such 
regulations  as  provided  in  §  963.52  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act.  The  committee  also  may  rec¬ 
ommend  tnodification,  suspension,  or 
termination  of  any  regiilation,  or  amend¬ 
ments  thereto,  in  order  to  facilitate  the 
hsmdling  of  potatoes,  for  the  purposes 
authorized  in  §  963.54.  The  committee 
may  also  recommend  amendment,  termi¬ 
nation,  or  suspension  of  any  regulation 
issued  under  this  part. 

1 963.52  Issuance  of  regulations. 

(a)  The  Secretary  shedl  limit  the  ship¬ 
ment  of  potatoes  whenever  he  finds  from 
the  reconunendations  and  information 
submitted  by  the  committee,  or  from 
other  available  information,  that  such 
regulation  would  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act.  Such  limita¬ 
tion  may: 

(1)  Regulate  in  any  or  all  portions  of 
the  production  area,  the  handling  of 
particular  grades,  sizes,  qualities  or 
maturity  of  any  or  all  varieties  of  table 
stock  or  of  seed  potatoes,  or  both,  during 
any  period ;  or 

<2)  Regulate  the  handling  of  particu¬ 
lar  grades,  sizes,  qualities,  or  maturities 
of  potatoes  differently,  for  different  var¬ 
ieties,  for  washed  and  unwashed  table 
stock,  \  for  seed,  for  different  portions 
of  the  production  area,  for  different  mar¬ 
kets,  for  different  packs,  for  different 
sizes  and  types  of  containers,  or  for  any 
combination  of  the  foregoing,  during  any 
period; 

(3)  Require  that  potatoes  handled 
hereunder  shall  be  labeled  to  show  the 
dBcial  grade,  or  size,  or  both,  thereof; 

(4)  Provide  a  method  through  rules 
and  regulations  issued  pursuant  to  this 
part  for  fixing  the  size,  capacity,  weight, 
dimensions,  or  pack  of  the  container,  or 
containers,  which  may  be  used  in  the 
packaging  or  handling  of  potatoes,  or 
both;  or  • 
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(5)  Establish  in  terms  of  grades,  sizes, 
or  both,  mininriiim  standards  of  quality 
and  maturity. 

(b>  The  Secretary  may  amend  any 
regulations  issued  under  this  subpart 
whenever  he  finds  that  such  amendment 
would  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act.  The  Secretary  may 
also  suspend  or  terminate  any  regulation 
whenever  he  finds  that  such  regulation 
obstructs  or  no  longer  tends  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(c)  The  Secretary  shall  notify  the 
committee  of  the  issuance  of  any  such 
regulation,  amendment,  suspension,  or 
termination  and  the  committee  shall  give 
reasonable  notice  thereof  to  handlers. 

§  963.53  Minimum  quantities.  The 
committee,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary,  may  establish,  for  any  or  all 
portions  of  the  production  area,  mini¬ 
mum  quantities  below  which  handling 
will  be  free  from  regulations  issued  or 
effective  pursuant  to  §§  963.42,  963.52, 
963.54,  or  963.60,  or  any  combination 
thereof. 

§  963.54  Handling  for  specified  pur¬ 
poses.  (a)  Upon  the  basis  of  recommen¬ 
dations  and  information  submitted  by 
the  committee,  or  other  available  infor¬ 
mation,  the  Secretary  shall  issue  special 
regulations,  or  modify,  suspend,  or  ter¬ 
minate  requirements  in  effect  pursuant 
to  §  §  963.42,  963.52,  963.60,  or  any  c<»n- 
bination  thereof,  in  order  to  facilitate 
the  handling  of  potatoes  for  the  follow¬ 
ing  purposes  whenever  he  finds  that  to 
do  so  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act: 

(1)  Shipments  of  potatoes  for  export; 

(2)  Shipments  of  potatoes  for  relief  or 
to  charitable  institutions; 

(3)  Shipments  of  potatoes  for  manu¬ 
facture  into  specified  products  or  by¬ 
products; 

(4)  l^ipments  of  potatoes  for  live¬ 
stock  feed  within  the  production  area 
generally  or  any  specified  p<»tion8 
thereof; 

(5)  Shipments  of  potatoes  for  plant¬ 
ing  within  the  production  area;  and 

(6)  Shipments  of  potatoes  for  other 
purposes  which  the  Secretary  may 
spe^y. 

(b)  Whenever  the  handling  of  seed 
potatoes  is  not  subject  to  the  same  regu¬ 
lations  as  is  the  handling  of  table  stock 
potatoes  issued  pursuant  to  §§  963.42, 
963.52,  and  963.60,  the  committee,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  may  pre¬ 
scribe  adequate  safeguards,  pursuant  to 
§  963.55,  to  prevent  diversion  of  such 
shipments  from  seed  potato  channels. 

§  963.55  Safeguards,  (a)  The  com¬ 
mittee,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  may  prescribe  adequate  safeguards 
to  prevent  potatoes  shipped  pursuant  to 
§  963.54  from  entering  channels  of  trade 
for  other  than  the  specific  purpose  au¬ 
thorized  therefor. 

(b)  The  committee,  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary,  may  also  prescribe  rules 
and  regulations  governing  the  issuance, 
and  the  contents,  of  Certificates  of  Privi¬ 
lege  if  such  certificates  are  prek:ribed  as 
safeguards  by  the  committee.  Such 
safeguards  may  include  reqiiirements 
that: 


(1)  Handlers  shall  ,  first  file  applica¬ 
tions  with  the  committee  to  ship  such 
potatoes; 

(2)  Handlers  shall  obtain  inspection 
provided  by  S  963.60,  or  pay  the  pro  rata 
share  of  expenses  provided  by  S  963.42, 
or  both,  in  connectioh  with  such  pota¬ 
toes;  and 

(3)  Handlers  shall  obtain  Certificates 
of  Privilege  from  the  committee  prior  to 
effecting  the  particular  shipments. 

(c)  The  committee  may  rescind. or 
deny  Certificates  of  Privilege  to  any  han¬ 
dler  if  proof  is  obtained  that  potatoes 
shipped  by  him  for  the  purposes  stated  in 
the  Certificate  of  Privilege  were  handled 
contrary  to  the  provisions  of  this  sub¬ 
part. 

(d)  The  Secretary  shall  have  the 
right  to  modify,  change,  alter,  or  rescind 
any  safeguards  prescribed  and  any  cer¬ 
tificates  issued  by  the  committee  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  this  section. 

(e)  The  committee  shall  make  reports 
to  the  Secretary,  as  requested,  showing 
the  number  of  applications  for  such  cer¬ 
tificates,  the  quantity  of  potatoes  cov¬ 
ered  by  such  applications,  the  number 
of  such  applications  denied  and  certifi¬ 
cates  granted,  the  quantity  of  potatoes 
handled  under  duly  Issued  certificates, 
and  such  other  information  as  may  be 
requested. 

INFECTION 

§  963.60  Inspection  and  certification. 
(a)  During  any  period  in  which  the 
handling  of  potatoes  Is  regulated  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  subpart,  no  handlei^  shall 
handle  potatoes  unless  such  potatoes 
are  inspected  by  an  authorized  repre¬ 
sentative  of  the  Federal-State  Inspec¬ 
tion  Service,  or  such  other  inspection 
service  as  the  Secretary  shall  designate, 
and  are  covered  by  a  valid  inspection 
certificate,  except  when  relieved  from 
such  requirements  pursuant  to  {  963.53 
or  §  963.54,  or  both. 

(b)  Regarding,  resorting,  or  repacUng 
any  lot  of  potatoes  shall  invalidate  any 
prior  inspection  certificates  insofar  as 
the  requirements  of  this  section  are  con¬ 
cerned.  No  handler  shall  handle  pota¬ 
toes  after  they  have  been  regraded,  re¬ 
sorted,  repacked,  or  in  any  way  fmiher 
prepared  for  market,  unless  such  pota¬ 
toes  are  inspected  by  an  auth<M*ized 
representative  of  the  Federal-State  In¬ 
spection  Service,  or  such  other  inspec¬ 
tion  service  as  the  Secretary  shall 
designate:  Provided,  That' such  inspec¬ 
tion  requirements  on  regraded,  resorted, 
or  repacked  potatoes  may  be  modified, 
suspended,  or  terminated  under  rules 
and  regulations  recommended  by  the 
committee,  and  approved  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary. 

(c)  Upon  recommendation  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  and  approval  of  the  Secretary, 
all  potatoes  so  inspected  and  certifi^ 
shall  be  identified  by  appropriate  seals, 
stamps,  or  tags  to  be  affixed  to  the  con¬ 
tainers  by  the  handler  under  the  direc¬ 
tion  and  supervision  of  the  Federal- 
State  or  Federal  inspector  or  the  com¬ 
mittee.  Master  containers  may  bear  the 
identification  instead  of  the  individual 
containers  within  said  master  container. 

<d>  Insofar  as  the  requirements  of 
this  section  are  cmicemed.  the  length  of 
time  for  which  an  inspection  certificate 
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Is  valid  may  be  established  by  the  com*  The  appeal  must  be  taken  promptly  after  committee  (including  successors  and 
mittee  with  the  a]n>roval  of  the  Secre-  such  determination  by  the  committee,  alternates) ,  and  any  agent  or  employee, 
tary.  Any  applicant  filing  an  appeal  shall  fur-  shall  be  subject  to  removal  by  the  Secret 

(e)  When  potatoes  are  inspected  in  nlsh  evidence  satisfactory  to  the  commit-  tary  at  any  time.  Each  and  every  act  of 

accordance  with  the  requirements  of  tee  for  a  determination  on  the  appeal,  the  committee  shall  be  subject  to  the 

this  section,  a  copy  of  each  inspection  The  committee  shall  thereupon  recon-  continuing  right  of  the  Secretary  to  dis- 
certificate  ii»ued  shall  be  made  available  _  sider  the  application,  examine  all  avail-  approve  of  the  same.  Upon  such  dis- 
to  the  committee  by  the  inspection  able  evidence,  and  make  a  determination  approval,  the  disapproved  action  shall  be 
service.  concerning  the  application,  which  deter-  deemed  null  and  void,  except  as  to  acts 

(f )  When  potatoes  are  inspected  in  mination  shall  be  final.  The  committee  done  in  reliance  thereon  or  in  compliance 

accordance  with  the  requirements  of  shall  notify  the  appellant  of  the  final  therewith  prior  to  such  disapproval  by 

this  section,  a  copy  of  each  inspection  determination,  and  shall  furnish  the  the  Secretary. 

certificate  issued  shaU  accompany  each  Secretary  with  a  copy  of  the  ap^al  and  §963.82  Effective  time.  The  provl- 
carload  or  truckload.  a  statement  of  comiderations  Involved  this  subpart,  or  any  ame^. 

EXEMPTIONS  making  the  final  determination.  ment  thereto,  shall  become  effective  at 

•  REPORTS  such  time  as  the  Secretary  may  declare 

5  963.65  PtocbAutb*  The  committee  and  shall  continue  in  force  until  t» 

may  adopt,  with  approval  of  the  secre-  §963.70  Reports.  Uppn  the  request  SSnated  in^Se  of  the  WaJf  s^ifle^ta 
tary.  the  rules  and  procedures  pursuant  of  the  committee,  made  with  approval  specified  in 

to  which  certificates  of  exemption  will  of  the  Secretary,  each  handler  shall  fur-  ‘ 

be  issued  to  producers  or  handlers.  nish  to  the  committee  in  such  manner  §  963.83  Termination,  (a)  The  Sec* 

r  X  and  at  such  time  as  it  may  prescribe,  retary  may,  at  any  time,  terminate  the 
reports  and  other  information  as  may  be  provisions  of  this  subpart  by  giving  at 
necessary  for  the  committee  to  perform  least  one  day’s  notice  by  means  of  a  press 
its  duties  imder  this  part.  In  this  release  or  in  any  other  manner  which  he 
connection:  may  determine. 

(a)  Such  reports  may  include,  but  are  (b)  The  Secretary  may  terminate  or 
not  necessarily  limited  to,  the  following :  suspend  the  operation  of  any  or  all  (tf 

(1)  The  quantities  of  potatoes  re-  the  provisions  of  this  subpart  whenever 

received  and  disposed  of  by  types  of  he  finds  that  such  provisions  do  not  tend 
outlets  during  specific  periods;  '  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 

(2)  Sales  records  including  dates,  car  act. 

or  truck  numbers,  and  insp^tion  certi-  (c)  The  Secretary  shall  terminate  the ' 
ficate  numbers;  '  provisions  of  this  subpart  at  the  end  of 

(3)  Record  of  shipments  handled  un-  any  fiscal  period  whenever  he  finds  that 

der  exemption  certificates  including  such  termination  is  favored  by  a  majority 
number  of  such  certificates;  of  producers  who,  during  a  representa- 

(4)  Record  of  all  potatoes  handled  tive  period,  have  been  eng£(ged  in  the 

pursuant  to  §§  963.53  and  963.54  includ-  production  of  potatoes  for  market;  Pro- 
ing  certificate  of  privil^e  and  inspection  vided.  That  such  majority  has,  during 
certificate  numbers,  if  any.  such  representative  period,  produced  for 

(b)  All  such  reports  shall  be  held  un-  market  more  than  fifty  percent  of  the 
der  appropriate  protective  classification  volume  of  such  potatoes  produced  fat 
in  custody  by  the  committee,  or  duly  market;  but  such  termination  shall  be 
authorized  individuals  or  agencies  there-  effective  only  if  announced  on  or  before 
of,  so  that  the  information  contained  June  30,  of  the  then  current  fiscal  period, 
therein  which  may  adversely  affect  a  (d)  The  provisions  of  this  subpart 
competitive  position  of  any  handler  in  shall,  in  any  event,  terminate  whenever 
relation  to  other  handlers  will  not  be  the  provisions  of  the  act  authorizing 
disclosed.  Compilations  of  general  re-  them  cease  to  be  in  effect. 

ports  from  data  submitted  by  handlers  .  gg,  g.  proceedinas  when  terminal 
is  authorized,  subject  to  prohibition  of 

di^wilosure  of  individual  handlers’  iden-  ^^>suspenaea,OT  inaciive.  la;  upon  me 

laen-  termination  of  the  provisions  of  this  sub- 

^  handler  shall  maintain  fnr  functioning  members  Of 

at  least  two  succeeding  years  such  rec-  committee  shall  continue  as  joint 
ai  lease  two  suwwamg  years  suen  rw-  trustees  for  the  purpose  of  settling  the 

nlSd°of  hv*^rairh^han^w^?s^mav*^l^  affairs  of  the  Committee  by  liquidating 
posed  of  by  such  handler  as  ^^.y  ^  jj  funds  and  property  then  in  the  pos- 

necessary  to  verify  the  reports  he  sub-  -ession  of  or  undw  control  of  the  c^- 

pursuant  to  this  section.  unpaid  or  property  not  delivered  at  the 

COMPLIANCE  time  of  such  termination.  Action  by 

5  963.75  Compliance.  No  handler  ““  shall  require  the  md- 

shall  handle  potatoes  except  in  conform-  udrrence  of  a  majority  of  the  saifl 

ance  with  the  provisions  of  this  subpart  ...  .  ...  »  i- 

and  the  rules  and  regulations  issued  *h)  The  ^id  trustes  shall  continue  ta 
thereunder.  !.“h  capacity  until  discharged  by  the 


§  963.66  Granting  exemptions. 

The  committee  may  issue  certificates  of 
exemption  to  any  producer  who  applies 
for  such  exemption  and  furnishes  ade¬ 
quate  evidence  to  the  committee: 

(1)  That  by  reason  of  a  regulation  is¬ 
sued  pursuant  to  §  963.52  he  will  be  pre¬ 
vented  from  shipping  or  having  shipped 
as  large  a  proportion  of  his  production 
as  the  average  proportion  of  production 
shipped  by  all  producers  in  said  appli¬ 
cant’s  immediate  production  area  dur¬ 
ing  the  season  or  a-  specific  portion 
thereof;  and 

(2)  That  the  grade,  size,  or  quality  of 
the  applicant’s  potatoes  have  been  ad¬ 
versely  affected  by  acts  beyond  the  ap¬ 
plicant’s  control  and  by  acts  beyond 
reasonable  expectation.  Each  certificate 
shall  permit  the  producer  to  ship  or  have 
shipped  the  potatoes  described  thereon 
and  evidence  of  such  certificate  shall  be 
made  available  to  subsequent  handlers 
of  such  potatoes. 

(b)  ’The  committee  may  issue  certif¬ 
icates  of  exemption  to  any  handler  who 
applies  for  such  exemption  and  furnishes 
adequate  evidence  to  the  committee: 

(1)  That  by  reason  of  a  regulation 
issued  pursuant  to  §  963.52  he  will  be 
prevented  from  hsmdling  as  large  a  pro¬ 
portion  of  his  storage  holdings  of  un¬ 
graded  potatoes,  acquired  during  or  im¬ 
mediately  following  the  digging  season, 
as  the  average  proportion  of  ungraded 
storage  holdings  handled  by  all  handlers 
in  said  applicant’s  immediate  shipping 
area  during  the  season;  and 

(2)  That  the  grade,  size,  or  quality  of 
the  applicant’s  potatoes  have  been  ad¬ 
versely  affected  by  acts  beyond  the  ap¬ 
plicant’s  control  and  by  acts  beyond 
reasonable  expectation.  Each  certificate 
shall  permit  the  handler  to  handle  the 
potatoes  described  thereon  and  evidence 
of  such  certificate  shall  be  made  avail¬ 
able  to  subsequent  handlers  of  such 

potatoes.  MISCELLANEOUS  PROVISIONS 

§  963.67  Investigation.  The  commit-  §  963.80  Amendments.  Amendments 
tee  shall  be  permitted  at  any  time  to  to  this  subpart  may  be  proposed,  from 
make  a  thorough  investigation  of  any  time  to  time,  by  the  committee  or  by  the 
applicant’s  claim  pertaining  to  exemp-  Secretary. 

§  963.81  Right  of  the  Secretary. 

§  963.68  Appeal.  If  any  applicant  for  Nothing  contained  in  this  subpart  is,  or 
exemption  certificates  is  dissatisfied  with  shall  be  construed  to  be.  in  derogation  or 
the  determination  by  the  committee  with  in  modification  of  the  rights  of  the  Sec- 
respect  to  his  application,  said  applicant  retary  or  of  the  United  states  under  the 
may  file  an  appeal  with  the  committee,  act  or  otherwise.  The  members  of  the 
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other  person,  to  act  as  a  trustee  Tot  hold¬ 
ing  records,  funds,  or  any  other  com- 
Biitteepropertyduringperiodsofsuspen- 
ilon  of  this  subpart,  or  during  any  poriod 
or  periods  when  regulations  are  not  in 
offect  and,  if  the  Secretary  determines 
luch  action  appropriate,  he  may  direct 
that  such  person  or  persons  shall  act  as 

or  trustees  for  the  committee. 

1 963.85  Effect  of  termination  or 
amendment.  Unless  otherwise  expressly 
provided  by  the  Secretary,  the  termina¬ 
tion  of  this  subpart  or  of  any  regula¬ 
tion  issued  pursuant  to  this  subpart,  or 
the  issuance  of  any  amendments  to 
either  thereof,  shall  not 

(a)  Affect  or  waive  any  right,  duty, 
obligation,  or  liability  which  shall  have 
arisen  or  which  may  thereafter  arise  in 
connection  with  any  provision  of  this 
sobpart  or  any  regulation  issued  under 
this  subpart,  or 

(b)  Release  or  extinguish  any  viola¬ 
tion  of  this  subpart  or  of  any  regulations 
issued  under  this  subpart,  or 

(c)  Affect  or  impair  any  rights  or 
remedies  of  the  Secretary  or  of  any  other 
person  with  respect  to  any  such 
violations. 

S  963.86  Agents.  The  Secretary  may, 
by  designation  in  writing,  name  any  per- 
s(m.  iivcluding  any  ofBcer  or  employe  of 
the  United  States,  or  name  any  agency 
in  the  United  States  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  to  act  as  his  agent  or  representa¬ 
tive  in  connection  with  any  of  the 
provisions  pf  this  subpart. 

§963.87  Personal  liability,  (a)  No 
member  or  alternate  of  the  committee 
Bor  any  employee  or  agent  thereof,  shall 
be  held  personally  responsible,  either  in¬ 
dividually  or  jointly  with  others,  in  any 
way  whatsoever,  to  any  handler  or  to  any 
person  for  errors  in  judgment,  mistakes, 
wr  other  acts,  either  of  commission  or 
(MUission,  as  such  member,  alternate, 
agent,  or  employee,  except  for  acts  of  dis¬ 
honesty,  willful  misconduct,  or  gross  neg¬ 
ligence. 

(b)  The  Secretary  may  at  any  time  re- 
<ruire  the  committee,  its  members  and  al¬ 
ternates,  employees,  agents  and  all  other 
persons  to  account  for  all  receipts  and 
disbursements,  fimds,  property,  or  rec¬ 
ords  for  which  they  are  responsible. 
Whenever  any  person  ceases  to  be  a 
mraiber  of  the  committee  or  alternate,  he 
shall  account  to  his  successor,  the  com¬ 
mittee,  or  to  the  person  designated  by  the 
Secretary,  for  all  receipts,  disbursements, 
funds  and  property  (including  but  not 
being  limited  to  books  and  other  records) 
P^taining  to  the  committee’s  activities 
for  which  he  is  res^wnsible,  and  shall  exe¬ 
cute  such  assignments  and  other  instru¬ 
ments  as  may  be  necessary  or  appropri¬ 
ate  to  vest  in  such  sucessor,  committee, 
w  designated  person,  the  right  to  all  of 
such  property  and  funds  and  all  claims 
vested  in  such  person. 

§  963.88  Duration  of  immunities.  The 
benefits,  privileges,  and  immunities  con¬ 
ferred  upon  any  person  by  virtue  of  this 
subpart  shall  cease  upon  the  termination 
of  this  subpart,  except  with  respect  to 
sets  done  under  and  during  the  existence 
of  this  subpart. 
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S  963.89  Separabilitv.  If  any  provi¬ 
sion  of  this  suivart  is  declared  invalid,  or 
the  i^Wlieability  thereof  to  any  person, 
circumstance,  or  thing  is  held  invalid,  the. 
validity  of  the  remainder  of  this  subpart, 
or  the  applicability  thereof  to  any  other 
person,  circumstance,  or  thing,  shall  not 
be  affected  thereby. 

S  963.90  Counterparts.  This  agree¬ 
ment  may  be  executed  in  multiple 
counterparts  and  when  one  coimterpart 
is  signed  by  the  Secretary  all  such 
counterparts  shall  constitute,  when 
taken  t^ether,  one  and  the  same  instru¬ 
ment  as  if  all  signatures  were  contained 
In  one  original.* 

§  963.91  Additional  parties.  After 
the  effective  date  hereof,  any  handler 
who  has  not  previously  executed  this 
agreement  may  become  a  party  hereto  if 
a  counterpart  hereof  is  executed  by  him 
and  delivered  to  the  Secretary.  This 
agreement  shall  take  effect  as  to  such 
new  contracting  party  at  the  time  such 
counterpart  is  delivered  to  the  Secretary, 
and  the  benefits,  privileges,  and  im¬ 
munities  conferr^  by  this  agreement 
shall  then  be  effective  as  to  such  new 
contracting  party.* 

§  963.92  Order  with  marketing  agree¬ 
ment.  Each  signatory  handler  favors 
and  approves  the  issuance  of  an  order 
by  the  Secretary  regulating  the  handling 
of  potatoes  in  the  same  manner  as  is 
provided  for  in  this  agreement;  and  each 
signatory  handler  hereby  requests  the 
Secretary  to  issue,  pursuant  to  the  act, 
such  an  order.* 

Copies  of  this  notice  of  hearing  may  be 
procured  from  the  Hearing  Clerk,  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture,  Room 
112,  Administration  Building,  Washing¬ 
ton  25,  D.  C.,  or 'may  be  there  inspected. 

Issued  at  Washington.  D.  C.,  this  12th 
day  of  July  1957. 

[SEALl  F.  R.  Burke, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 

Marketing  Services. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-5819;  Piled,  July  16.  1957; 
8:55  a.  m.] 


[  7  CFR  Part  993  3 

IDocket  No.  AO-201-A31 
Dried  Prunes  Produced  in  California 

NOTICE  OF  RECOMMENDED  DECISION  AND  OP¬ 
PORTUNITY  TO  FILE  WRITTEN  EXCEPTIONS 
WITH  RESPECT  TO  PROPOSED  AMENDMENTS 
OF  MARKETING  AGREEMENT  AND  ORDER 

Pursuant  to  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  as  amended,  governing  pro¬ 
ceedings  to  formulate  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR  Part 
900) ,  notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  filing 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  of  this  rec¬ 
ommended  decision  of  the  Deputy  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  United  States  Department  of  Ag¬ 
riculture,  with  respect  to  proposed 


*  Applicable  only  to  the  proposed  market¬ 
ing  agreement. 


amendments  of  Marketing  Agreement 
No.  110,  as  amended,  and  Order  No.  93, 
asamoided  (7CFRPart993),r^ulathig 
ttie  handling  of  dried  primes  produced  in 
California.  The-  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  ,aiiiended  order,  herein¬ 
after  referred  to  as  the  “order”,  are  ef¬ 
fective  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  8.  C.  601  et 
seq.) ,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  “act”, 
and  any  further  amendments  which  may 
be  adopted  as  the  result  of  this  proceed¬ 
ing  also  will  be  effective  pursuant  to  said 
act.  Interested  parties  may  file  written 
exceptions  to  this  recommended  deci¬ 
sion  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Room  112,  Administration  Building, 
Washington  25,  D.  C.,  not  later  than  the 
close  of  business  on  the  fifteenth  day 
after  publication  of  this  recommended 
decision  in  the  Federal  Register.  Ex¬ 
ceptions  should  be  filed  in  quadruplicate. 

Preliminary  statement.  A  public  hear¬ 
ing,  on  the  record  of  which  the  proposed 
amendments  of  the  order  are  formulated, 
was  held  in  San  Francisco,  C^fomia  on 
Aiuil  8, 1957.  The  hearing  was  initiated 
pursuant  to  a  notice  thereof  which  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (22 
F.  R  2135)  on  March  30.  1957.  The  no¬ 
tice  of  hearing  included  proposed  further 
amendments  submitted  by  the  Prune 
Administrative  Committee,  hereinafter 
referred  to  as  the  "committee”,  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  agency  established  pursuant 
to  the  order.  The  notice  also  contained 
a  further  amendment  proposed  by  the 
Prune  Section  of  the  California  Farm 
Bureau  Federation. 

Material  issues.  The  material  Issues, 
'presented  on  the  record  of  the  hearing, 
and  involving  the  proposals  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  were  concerned  with  amending 
the  order  to: 

(1)  Define  the  term  “consumer  pack¬ 
age”; 

(2)  Apply  a  minimum  size  limitation 
to  prunes  in  consumer  packages,  with 
implementing  inspection  and  certifica¬ 
tion  requirements,  irrespective  of 
whether  the  estimated  season  average 
price  to  producers  for  prunes  is  below  or 
above  parity; 

(3)  Authorize,  In  below-parity  situa¬ 
tions.  the  prescribing  of  pack  specifica¬ 
tions  for  the  packing  of  prunes  in  con¬ 
sumer  packages  according  to  size  cate¬ 
gories,  with  implementing  identification, 
inspection,  and  certification  require¬ 
ments; 

(4)  Authorize,  in  above-parity  situa¬ 
tions,  the  same  regulation  as  referred  to 
in  (3)  above; 

(5)  Apply  the  minimum  size  limitation 
referred  to  in  (2)  above  and  authorize 
the  application  of  the  pack  regulation 
referred  to  in  (3)  to  persons  who  repack¬ 
age  prunes  into  consumer  packages  with¬ 
in  the  continental  United  States; 

(6)  Authorize  the  Secretary  to  estab¬ 
lish  and  maintain  during  the  i'emainder 
of  a  crop  year,  the  minimum  standards 
of  quality  and  maturity  and  inspection 
requirements  for  prunes  provided  in 
S  993.50  as  proposed  to  be  amended,  if  he 
finds  during  such  year  that  the  estimated 


5640 


PROPOSED  RUIE  MAKING 


season  average  price  for  prunes  during 
such  year  will  exceed  parity; 

(7)  Authorise  the  Secretary  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  orderiy  disposition  of  any 
unsold  surplus  tonnage  prunes  (stand¬ 
ard  and  substandard)  if  he  determines 
during  a  crop  year  that  the  estimated 
season  average  price  for  primes  for  that 
crop  year  wiU  exceed  parity; 

.(8)  Establish  a  different  formula  for 
determining  a  handler’s  share  of  excess 
assessment  monies;  and 

(9)  Make  such  other  changes  in  the 
order  as  may  be  necessary  to  make  the 
entire  order  conform  with  the  proposed 
amendments  thereto. 

The  material  issue,  presented  on  the 
record  of  the  hearing,  and  involving  the 
proposal  of  the  Prune  Section  of  the 
California  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  was 
concerned  with  amending  the  order  to: 

( 10)  Reduce  the  number  of  affirmative 
votes  required  for  the  committee’s  adop¬ 
tion  of  its  marketing  policy  recom¬ 
mendations. 

Findings  and  conclusions.  The  find¬ 
ings  and  conclusions  on  the  material 
issues,  all  of  which  are  based  upon  the 
evidence  adduced  at  the  hearing  and  the 
record  thereof,  are  as  follows: 

(1)  The  order  should  be  amended  to 
add  a  definition  of  the  term  “consumer 
package.”  This  should  be  done  by 
renumbering  present  §  993.20,  Part  and 
subpart,  as  §  983.21  and  by  inserting  im¬ 
mediately  prior  thereto  a  new  S  993.20, 
Consumer  package.  It  is  proposed  to 
regulate  the  handling  of  prunes  in  con¬ 
sumer  packages  by  applying  a  minimum 
size  limitation,  as  discussed  in  material 
issue  (2),  and  pack  specifications  as  to 
size,  as  discussed  in  material  issue  (3). 
Therefore,  it  is  necessary  to  identify  the 
prunes  subject  to  these  proposed  regula¬ 
tory  measures  by  defining  the  term  “con¬ 
sumer  package.” 

“Consumer  package”  should  be  defined 
to  mean:  (a)  Any  container  holding  less 
than  10  pounds  of  standard  prunes  or 
standard  processed  prunes;  or  (b)  any 
container  holding  less  than  10  pounds  of 
prunes  and  other  dried  fruit  of  which  the 
net  weight  of  prunes,  either  standard 
processed  prunes  or  standard  primes,  is 
more  than  60  percent  of  the  total  weight 
of  the  mixture. 

The  limitation  of  10  pounds  should  be 
adopted  in  the  definition  to  differentiate 
between  consumer  packages  and  bulk 
containers.  Packages  holding  less  than 
10  pounds  of  prunes  cover  practically  all 
prunes  sold  at  retail  for  human  con¬ 
sumption  as  prunes  and  it  is  proposed  to 
improve  consumer  acceptance  thereof  by 
the  aforesaid  minimum  size  requirement 
and  pack  specifications  as  to  size.  With¬ 
in  this  weight  limit  would  be  included 
those  packages  of  prunes  recognized  by 
the  trade  as  being  for  consumer  pur¬ 
chase,  such  as  one  and  two-pound  blind 
cartons,  transparent  packages,  and 
hermetically  sealed  glass  and  tin  con¬ 
tainers.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is  not 
necessary  to  apply  these  proposed  regu¬ 
latory  measures  to  prunes  in  bulk  cen¬ 
tners  due  ot  the  relatively  small  quan¬ 
tity  of  such  prunes  sold  at  the  retail  level 
in  the  United  States  for  human  con¬ 
sumption  as  prunes.  Bulk  containers 
are  recognized  by  the  industry  and  are 


defined  in  the  United  States  Standards 
for  Grades  of  Dried  Prunes  (7  CFR 
52.3181-52.3188)  as  those  holding  10 
pounds  or  more  of  prunes. 

The  definition  should  include  stand¬ 
ard  prunes  when  such  prunes  constitute 
the  contents  of  the  package.  Ordinar¬ 
ily,  standard  prunes  (i.  e.,  natural  con¬ 
dition  prunes  which  meet  the  minimum 
standards  of  quality  prescribed  therefor 
under  the  order)  are  not  packed  and 
shipped  in  consumer  packages.  How¬ 
ever,  it  is  necessary  to  extend  the  defini¬ 
tion  to  cover  standard  prunes  to  forestall 
an  undesirable  exemption  from  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulations  that  would  otherwise 
exist  in  the  event  standard  prunes  are 
packed  and  shipped  in  consumer 
packages. 

The  term  “consumer  package”  also 
should  include  standard  processed 
prunes  when  such  prunes  constitute  the 
contents  of  the  package.  Standard  proc¬ 
essed  prunes,  as  understood  in  the  in¬ 
dustry  and  as  defined  in  the  order,  are 
prunes  that  have  been  cleaned,  or  treated 
with  water  or  steam,  and  meet  the  mini¬ 
mum  standards  of  quality  prescribed 
therefor  under  the  order.  After  treat¬ 
ment  with  hot  water  or  steam  and 
drained,  the  prunes  are  packaged  and 
the  only  moisture,  other  than  that  con¬ 
tained  within  the  prune  itself  is  the 
slight  amount  of  moisture  which  may 
adhere  to  the  surface  of  the  prune. 

It  is  not  intended  that  the  definition 
cover  dried  prunes  which  have  been  fur¬ 
ther  treated  to  a  point  where  they  re¬ 
quire  no  further  cooking  or  stewing  be¬ 
fore  serving.  Because  of  the  nature  of 
these  packs  of  prepared,  ready-to-serve 
prunes,  i^  would  be  impracticable  to  ap¬ 
ply  to  such  prunes  the  same  size  restric¬ 
tion  and  pack  specifications  as  would  be 
applied  to  prunes  which  are  “processed” 
in  the  sense  the  latter  term  is  customarily 
understood  in  the  industry.  The  mois¬ 
ture  content  of  prepared  ready-to-serve 
prunes  is  much  greater  than  that  of 
“processed”  prunes.  The  containers  in 
which  they  are  packed  contain  varying 
amounts  of  free  liquid.  Therefore,  any 
.container  of  prunes  containing  free  liq¬ 
uid  should  be  construed  as  not  being 
within  the  scope  of  the  definition. 

The  definitions  of  the  terms  “stand¬ 
ard  prunes”  and  “standard  processed 
prunes”  set  forth  in  the  order  specify 
that  such  prunes  shall  meet  any  applica¬ 
ble  size  standards  which  may  be  pre¬ 
scribed  pursuant  to  the  order.  Up  to  the 
present  time,  no  such  standards  have 
been  prescribed.  While  it  is  proposed  to 
apply  a  minimum  standard  size  restric¬ 
tion  to  prunes  in  consumer  packages, 
this  restriction  would  not  apply  to  prunes 
in  bulk  containers.  Therefore,  in  the 
absence  of  the  application  of  an  addi¬ 
tional  size  restriction  to  prunes  other 
than  those  in  consumer  packages,  stand¬ 
ard  prunes  or  standard  processed  prunes 
which  are  packed  in  bulk  containers  and 
which  are  smaller  than  the  minimum 
size  proposed  to  be  permitted  in  con¬ 
sumer  packages  would  not  be  “substand¬ 
ard  prunes,”  as  that  term  is  defined  in 
§  993.9. 

In  general,  mixed  dried  fruit  contain¬ 
ing  prunes  in  packages  of  cons^er  size 
should  be  excluded  from  the  definition 


ot  “consumer  package”  since  it  would 
be  extremely  difficult  to  apply  a  minimum 
size  requir«nent  and  pack  specificatiooi 
to  one  component  of  a  mixture  of  several  ' 
dried  fruits.  However,  inasmuch  as  the 
weight  of  the  prunes  in  recognized  packs 
of  mixed  dried  fruit  is  not  more  than 
60  percent  of  the  total  weight  of  the 
mixture,  it  is  possible  that  handlers  may  ! 
circumvent  the  intent  of  the  proposed 
minimum  size  restriction  and  pack 
specifications  by  increasing  the  pereenU 
age  of  prunes  in  the  total  weight  of  the 
mixture  to  more  than  60  percent.  Con* 
sequently,  the  definition  of  “com'^umer 
package”  should  include  these  uncom¬ 
mon  packs  as  a  safeguard  against  this 
possibility. 

(2)  In  the  interest  of  the  public  as 
well  as  that  of  the  industry  and  the 
trade,  §§  993.49  and  993.50  of  the  order 
should  be  amended  to  include  provisions, 
with  implementing  inspection  require¬ 
ments,  which  would  prohibit  the  ship, 
ment  to  domestic  or  export  markets,  or 
other  final  disposition  of  prunes  by 
handlers  of  any  lot  of  consumer  pack¬ 
ages  of  prunes  averaging  in  count  small¬ 
er  than  100  per  pound,  irrespective  of 
whether  the  estimated  season  average 
price  to  producers  for  prupes  is  below 
or  above  parity. 

The  present  order  authorizes  volume 
regulation  in  below  parity  situations  and 
the  application  of  minimum  standards 
of  quality  to  the  handling  of  prunes  in 
both  below  and  above-parity  situations. 
While  the  order  also  authorizes  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  minimum  size  standards  in 
below-parity  situations,  size  regulaticm 
h£U5  not  heretofore  been  employed.  The 
instant  proposal  would  provide  further 
assurance  that  the  prunes  in  consumer 
packages  will  be  of  a  quality  suitable 
for  human  consumption  as  prunes. 

In  general,  small  prunes  (those  with  an 
average  count  of  100  or  more  per  pound) 
have  less  sugar,  possess  less  desirable 
'flavor  and  texture,  and  are  less  mature 
than  larger  prunes.  Therefore,  the 
smallness  of  such  prunes  is  a  definite 
factor  of  quality  and  maturity.  It  is 
also  true  that  the  number  of  pits  and 
skins  in  a  given  weight  of  small  prunes  is 
*  greater  than  the  number  in  the  same 
weight  of  larger  prunes.  In  general,  the 
ratio  of  pit  weight  to  the  fiesh  weight  of 
the  prune  increases  as  the  prune  de¬ 
creases  in  size.  For  these  reasons,  such 
small  prunes  are  generally  unsuitable, 
for  human  consumption  as  prunes. 
While  this  small  size  category  does  in¬ 
clude  some  mature  and  meaty  prunes, 
it  invariably  contains  a  fairly  large  per¬ 
centage  of  prunes  that  have  a  relatively- 
small  fiesh  and  sugar  content,  are  largely 
skin  and  pits,  and  are  considered  un¬ 
suitable  for  human  consumption  as 
prunes.  Since  prunes  are  graded  by  han¬ 
dlers  into  resjpective  size  categories  by 
diameter  screening  and  not  by  speciflb 
gravity,  small  prunes  that  may  be  mature 
and  meaty  are  commingled  with  those 
unsuitable  for  human  consumption  as 
prunes  and  it  would  be  difficult,  as  well 
as  uneconomical,  for  handlers  to  sepa¬ 
rate  them.  Consequently,  the  pack  of 
small  prunes  as  a  whole  is  unsuitable  for 
use  as  human  food  in  the  form  of  prunes. 
Beyond  this,  consumers  usually  asso- 
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elate  such  small  prunes  with  immaturity 
and  inferior  quality,  and  generally  con- 
gldcr  them  unsuitable. 

The  average  count  of  100  prunes  per 
pound  was  selected  as  the  logical  number 
of  prunes  separating  those  sizes  of  primes 
which  should  be  permitted  in  consumer 
packages  and  those  which  i^ould  be  ex¬ 
cluded.  The  next  smaller  size  prunes 
presently  packed  in  the  industry  is 
100/120  which  permits  an  average  maxi¬ 
mum  count  per  pound  of  120  prunes, 
only  a  very  small  percentage  of  the 
total  prime  production  is  packed  in  con¬ 
sumer  packages  according  to  the  scale 
100/120.  Prunes  smaller  than  120  are 
generally  classed  as  one  group  and  desig¬ 
nated  as  121/ups.  Larger  prunes  are 
customarily  size-graded  within  10  point 
ranges  such  as  90/100,  80/90,  and  70/80. 
A  size  regulation  prohibiting  the  han¬ 
dling  of  90  to  100  prunes  per  pound 
(90/100’s)  in  consumer  packages  would 
be  too  stringent  a  regulation  at  least 
Initially,  while  a  regulation  which  pro¬ 
hibited  the  handling  of  121/ups  in  con. 
sumer  packages  would  have  practically 
no  effect. 

Competition  in  the  marketing  of 
prunes  is  based  to  a  considerable  extent 
on  the  price  factor.  The  sales,  at  a  dis¬ 
count,  of  prunes  which  fail  to  meet  the 
proposed  size  requirements,  because  such 
prunes  are  generally  unsuitable  to  con- 
nmers,  have  depressed  prices  for  larger 
sizes  of  prunes  sold  in  consumer  pack¬ 
ages.  When  consumers  buy  prunes  which 
turn  out  to  be  unsatisfactory  for  eating 
as  prunes,  rather  than  the  bargain  rep¬ 
resented,  disappointment  ensues  and 
future  consumer  purchases  of  prunes  are 
affected  adversely.  Elimination  of  part 
of  the  demand  for  prunes  causes  finan¬ 
cial  loss  to  producers  not  only  as  to  price 
per  unit  but  also  as  to  total  value  of  the 
production.  If  the  proposed  size  regula¬ 
tion  is  put  into  effect  the  interest  of  the 
consumer  would  be  protected  and, 
through  improved  consumer  acceptance 
of  prunes,  increased  consumption  should 
be  obtained  which  is  in  the  interest  of 
producers. 

The  proposed  regulation  would  not 
withhold  from  the  consuming  public  any 
portion  of  the  prune  production  that  is 
suitable  for  human  consumi>tion.  The 
small  prunes  which  are  not  suitable  for 
marketing  in  consumer  packages  for 
human  consumption  as  prunes,  would, 
to  the  extent  that  they  are  satisfactory 
for  the  purpose,  be  used  for  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  such  human  food  products  as 
prune  juice  or  prune  products. wherein 
the  prunes  lose  their  form  and  identity 
as  prunes.  While  the  manufacturing 
outlet  Returns  a  smaller  price  per  pound 
to  the  producer  than  does  the  market  for 
prunes  in  consumer  packages,  it  was 
testified  at  the  hearing  that  this  differ¬ 
ential  would  be  more  than  offset  by  the 
improved  demand  for  prunes  in  con¬ 
sumer  packages  which  would  occur  by 
reason  of  the  proposed  regulation. 

The  hearing  evidence  indicates  that 
only  a  very  small  percentage  of  all  ship¬ 
ments  of  prunes  in  consumer  packages 
has  been  comprised  of  lots  wherein  the 
prunes  averaged  smsdler  than  a  count  of 
100  per  pound.  It  follows  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulation  would  eliminate  only 
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a  small  percentage  of  the  total  prune 
production  from  consumer  packages. 
Since  this  small  percentage  has  been  a 
detriment  to  the  orderly  marketing  of 
larger  prunes  in  consumer  packages,  it 
was  testified  that  it  should  be  eliminated 
from  such  containers  and  diverted  to  * 
other  uses. 

No  provision  should  be  made  in  the 
order  for  modifsdng  the  proposed  mini¬ 
mum  size  limitation  insofar  as  the  aver¬ 
age  count  of  100  prunes  per  pound  in 
consumer  packages  is  concerned.  The 
proponents  expressed  the  firm  view  at 
the  hearing  that  a  change  in  the  100 
average-count  limitation  in  consumer 
packages  to  some  other  minimum  count 
would  be  of  such  far-reaching  impor¬ 
tance  to  the  industry  that  it  should  occur 
only  through  an  amendment  of  the  order 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
act. 

Since  the  proposed  regulation  is  ex¬ 
pressed  in  terms  of  an  average,  it  is 
necessary  to  specify  an  appropriate  de¬ 
gree  of  uniformity  for  the  minimum  size 
in  order  to  limit  the  extent  to  which 
the  prunes  may  vary  in  size.  This 
should  be  done  by  prescribing  that,  for 
prunes  of  such  minimum  size,  in  a  sam¬ 
ple  of  100  ounces,  the  count  per  pound 
of  10  ounces  of  the  smallest  prunes  shall 
not  vary  from  the  count  per  pound  of 
10  ounces  of  the  largest  prunes  by  more 
than  45  points.  This  is  the  same  varia¬ 
tion  permitted  in  §  52.3186  (a)  (2)  of 
the  United  States.  Standards  for  Grades 
of  Dried  Prunes  (7  CPR  52.3186  (a)  (2) ) . 
This  requirement  as  to  uniformity  of 
size  would  prevent  the  blending  of  very 
mnall  prunes  with  large  prunes  in  order 
to  make  the  aggregate  meet  the  100 
average-count  limitation.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  requirement  would  permit  a 
reasonable  degree  of  variation  which  is 
needed  in  the  light  of  the  cost  and  physi¬ 
cal  limitations  involved  in  the  size¬ 
grading  of  prunes.  In  view  of  techno¬ 
logical  advances  which  may  be  made  in 
size-grading  techniques  and  changes 
which  may  occur  in  consumer  prefer¬ 
ences  as  to  uniformity  of  size  of  prunes, 
procedures  also  should  be  authorized  in 
the  amended  order  to  permit  this  re¬ 
quirement  for  uniformity  of  size  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  minimum  size  to  be 
modified  or  changed. 

The  minimum  size  limitation  should 
be  applied  on  a  lot  basis  because  it' 
would  be  uneconomical  and  impractical 
for  handlers  to  size-grade  the  prunes  as 
closely  as  would  be  required  if  the  lim¬ 
itation  were  applied  on  an  individual 
package  basis. 

Each  handler,  before  shipping  or 
otherwise  making  final  disposition  of 
prunes  in  consumer  packages,  should  be 
required,  at  his  expense,  to  have  an  in¬ 
spection  made  by  the  designated  inspec¬ 
tion  agency  to  determine  whether  the 
prunes  meet  the  minimum  size  require¬ 
ment  and  to  obtain,  and  submit  to  the 
committee,  a  certificate  showing  that 
the  prunes  meet  such  requirement. 
These  inspection  and  certification  re¬ 
quirements  are  necessary  for  adminis¬ 
trative  purposes  and  to  insure  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  order. 

(3)  Section  993.49  of  the  order  shpuld 
be  amended  to  include  provisions  which 


would  require,  in  below-parity  situations, 
the  prescribing  of  reasonable  and  appro¬ 
priate  pack  specifications  for  the  packing 
of  prunes  in  consumer  packages  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  commercially  recognized 
size  categories,  together  with  reasonable 
and  appropriate  tolerances.  As  an  in¬ 
cident  of  such  specifications,  it  should  be 
required  that  each  consumer  package  of 
prunes,  unless  specifically  excepted,  be 
identified  by  appropriate  means,  such  as 
labels,  to  show  that  the  size  of  the  prunes 
(by  lot)  comply  with  the  applicable  pack 
specification.  The  amendment  should 
provide  implementing  inspection  require¬ 
ments.  It  should  also  specify  that  no 
handler  shall  ship  or  otherwise  make 
final  disposition  of  consumer  packages 
of  prunes  unless  they  are  packed  accord¬ 
ing  to  such  specifications  or  subsequent 
modifications  thereof  and  are  correctly 
identified. 

Evidence  presented  at  the  hearing 
shows  that  the  wide  disparity  in  the 
sizes  of  prunes  in  consumer  packages  has 
often  led  to  dissatisfaction  on  the  part 
of  consumers.  It  was  testified  that  con¬ 
sumer  packages  frequently  have  been 
mislabeled  as  to  the  size  of  the  prunes 
contained  therein  and  that  consumers 
have  not  received  value  for  their  pur¬ 
chases,  which  has  tended  to  increase 
consunvpr  dissatisfaction.  Other  testi¬ 
mony  referred  to  instances  of  consumer 
packages  which  contained  no  informa¬ 
tion  as  to  the  size  of  the  prunes  in  the 
package.  In  these  instances  consumers 
have  no  way  of  knowing,  when  the  con¬ 
tents  of  the  unopened  package  are  not 
visible,  whether  they  wiU  obtain  value - 
corresponding  to  the  purchase  price. 
These  practices  have  served  to  reduce 
the  acceptability  of  prunes  to  consumers, 
hurt  the  demand  for  prunes  and,  hence, 
affect  producer  returns  adversely.  It 
was  testified  that  by  failing  to  pack  in 
consumer  packages  prunes  which  are 
reasonably  uniform  in  size  and  by  failing 
to  represent  the  true  size  of  prunes  in 
the  package,  a  handler  can  underprice 
his  competitor  who  is  conscientiously 
trying  to  give  the  public  a  good  and  uni¬ 
form  product,  and  thereby  gain  an  un¬ 
fair  advantage.  This  practipe  is  detri¬ 
mental  to  the  public  and  the  industry. 

The  instant  proposal  is  designed  to 
eliminate  the  undesirable  practices  de¬ 
scribed  above  by  requiring  that  prunes 
packed  in  consumer  packages  shall  be 
reasonably  uniform  in  size,  in  accordance 
with  commercially  recognized  size  cate¬ 
gories,  and  that  the  packager  correctly 
identify  the  size  of  the  prunes  in  the 
package.  Thereby,  consunier  acceptance 
of  prunes  would  improve  with  a  conse¬ 
quent  increase  in  the  demand  for  prunes 
and  in  producer  returns. 

Provision  should  be  made  in  the  order 
to  permit  modification  of  the  pack  speci¬ 
fications  by  rule-making  procedures  in 
the  event  the  need  therefor  is  demon¬ 
strated.  As  the  industry  operates  under 
this  regulation,  experience  may  demon¬ 
strate  the  need  for  decreasing  or  in¬ 
creasing  the  number  of  permissible  size 
categories  (while  maintaining  coverage 
of  eligible  range  of  sizes),  redefining 
them,  changing  the  tolerances  therefor, 
or  modifying  the  identification  require¬ 
ments. 
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Because  it  would  be  impracticable  and 
imeconomical  for  handlers  to  grade 
prunes  so  closely  as  to  size  as  would  be 
necessary  if  the  pack  specification  regu> 
lation  were  applied  on  an  individual 
package  basis,  the  regulation,  except  for 
Identification  requirements,  should  be 
limited  in  application,  to  lots,  on  a  lot 
basis. 

Authority  should  be  provided  in  the 
order  to  permit  reasonable  and  appro¬ 
priate  tolerances  to  be  prescribed  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  size  categories  desig¬ 
nated  in  the  regulation.  These 
tolerances  would  be  needed  to  attain  rea¬ 
sonable  uniformity  in  the  sizes  of  prunes 
in  each  permissible  size  category,  while 
at  the  same  time,  it  would  be  necessary 
to  permit  some  variation  to  occur  therein 
to  give  appropriate  recognition  to  the 
cost  and  physical  limitations  involved 
in  the  size-grading  of  prunes. 

Incidental  to  and  as  a  part  of  the  pack 
regiilation  proposed,  each  consumer 
package  of  prunes,  unless  excepted, 
should  be  identified  by  an  appropriate 
label,  seal,  stamp  or  tag  affixed  to  the 
package,  showing  the  pack  specification 
applicable  to  the  size  of  the  prunes  in  the 
specific  lot.  These  identification  re¬ 
quirements  would  facilitate  effectuation 
of  the  intent  of  the  proposal  It  was 
testified  that  these  requirements  should 
not  work  any  hardship  on  handlers. 
Since  handlers  now  identify  the  contents 
of  most  consumer  packages  by  labeling 
or  other  means,  it  was  testified  that  they 
would  not  incur  much  additional  ex¬ 
pense,  if  any,  in  complying  with  these 
means  of  establishing  identity. 

Authorization  should  be  provided  in 
the  order  to  permit  the  exemption  of  any 
partioiilar  t3Te  of  consumer  package  of 
prunes  from  these  labeling  requisites  if 
these  requirements,  under  particular 
circumstances,  are  unnecessary.  For 
example,  operations  imder  the  proposed 
regulation  may  disclose  that  the  labeling^ 
of  certain  consumer  packages  is  unneces¬ 
sary  due  to  the  visibility  of  their  con¬ 
tents  to  the  consumer.  As  another  ex¬ 
ample,  it  could  develcH>  that  labeling  as 
to  the  size  of  the  prunes  in  the  consumer 
package  would  serve  no  useful  purpose 
on  certain  packs  purchased  for  use  by 
the  military  service. 

Before  disposing  of  prunes  in  consumer 
packages,  handlers  should  be  required  to 
comply  with  the  inspection  provisions 
hereinafter  set  forth  in  the  proposed 
amendment  so  that  it  can  be  determined 
whether  such  primes  are  packed  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  applicable  pack  speci¬ 
fication  and  are  properly  labeled. 

(4)  It  was  propoi^  at  the  hearing 
that  authority  be  provided  in  the  order 
so  that  the  proposed  pack  regulation 
could  be  made  effective  in  above-parity 
situations.  In  support  of  this  proposal, 
it  was  contended  that  such  regulation 
would  contribute  to  the  orderly  market¬ 
ing  of  prunes  in  the  public  interest  for 
many  of  the  same  reasons  advanced  as 
Justification  for  this  regulation  in  below- 
parity  situations.  It  was  further  con¬ 
tended  that  the  discontinuance  of  the 
pack  regulation  in  above-parity  situa¬ 
tions  would  serve  to  detract  from  the 
benefits  to  be  obtained  by  consumers  and 
the  industry  from  this  regulation  In  be¬ 


low-parity  situations.  While  the  argu¬ 
ments  made  for  the  proposal  are  meri¬ 
torious.  section  2  (3)  of  the  act  does  not 
authorize  such  regulation  in  above-parity 
situations.  Therefore,  the  proposed  pack 
regulation  in  above-parity  situations 
must  be  and  is  denied. 

(5)  Proposed  amendments  of  the  order 
were  set  forth  in  the  notice  of  hearing 
which  prescribed  that  any  person  who  re¬ 
packages  prunes  into  consiuner  pack¬ 
ages  within  the  continental  United  States 
must  comply  with  the  proposed  miniifium 
size  limitation,  discussed  above  in  ma¬ 
terial  issue  (2).  and  with  the  proposed 
regulatory  measure  for  pack  specifica¬ 
tions  to  size,  discussed  in  material  is¬ 
sue  (3) .  In  order  to  effectuate  these  con¬ 
templated  requirements,  it  was  proposed 
in  the  notice  of  hearing  to  add  repackag-  ■ 
ing  as  a  function  of  handling.  This 
would  have  the  effect  of  including,  as 
handlers  under  the  order,  those  persons 
who  repackage  primes  into  consumer 
packages  within  the  continental  United 
States  and,  in  turn,  would  require  the 
new  handlers  within  the  area  to  have 
the  prunes  which  would  be  repackaged 
in  California  inspected  and  certified  by 
the  named  inspection  agency  and  those 
prunes  which  would  be  repackaged  else¬ 
where  within  the  continental  United 
States  to  be  inspected  and  certified  by 
another  inspection  agency.  These  pro¬ 
posals  were  made  because  the  possibility 
was  contemplated  that  the  effectiveness 
of  the  proposed  size  limitation  and  pack 
regulation  would  be  significantly  lessened 
if  these  two  regulatory  measures  were 
not  applied  to  repackagers  gf  prunes 
other  than  the  present  handlers  under 
the  order. 

At  the  hearing,  however,  it  was  con¬ 
tended  that  the  proposed  inspection  and 
certification  requirements  should  not  be 
applied  to  this  new  class  of  handlers 
mainly  because  the  cost  and  task  of  ob¬ 
taining  inspection  and  certification  on 
repackaged  prunes  would  be  so  onerous 
and  burdensome  to  them  as  to  dis¬ 
courage  them  from  dealing  in  prunes. 
While  it  was  testified  that  the  committee 
could  use  reporting  techniques  to  obtain 
information  on  repackaging  activity,  it 
was  conceded  that  such  techniques  would 
be  less  effective  from  the  standpoint  of 
absolute  enforcement  than  vould  be  the 
requirement  of  inspection  and  certifica¬ 
tion.  It  was  indicated  that  compliance 
by  repackagers  under  the  proposed  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  regulations  in  all  likeli¬ 
hood  would  be  a  difficult  problem  due 
to  the  nature  of  their  operations,  their 
scattered  location  throughout  the  United 
States  and  their  number  which,  it  was 
testified,  slightly  exceeds  the  number  of 
present  handlers  in  California.  The 
hearing  evidence  created  doubt  as  to 
whether  this  compliance  problem  could 
be  resolved  with  a  reasonable  degree  of 
success  by  relying  on  reports  from  trade 
and  handler  sources  to  establish  pack¬ 
aging  violations. 

Conflicting  evidence  was  presented  at 
the  hearing  as  to  whether  the  effective¬ 
ness  of  the  proposed  minimum  size  limi¬ 
tation  and  pack  regulation  would  be  les¬ 
sened  if  repackagers  in  the  United  States 
were  not  covered.  Op  the  one  hand,  ap¬ 
prehension  was  expressed  that,  if  they 


were  not  covered,  they  would  find  it  prof¬ 
itable  to  increase  the  quantity  of  prunes 
handled  and  distributed  by  them  free  of 
regulation.  On  the  other  hand,  it  w&s 
testified  that,  if  the  proposed  regulations 
were  applied  to  present  handlers  only, 
the  quantity  of  pnmes  repackaged  by  un¬ 
regulated  repackagers  would  not  be  likely 
to  increase  because  persons  in  the  trade, 
due  to  the  investment  required  in  pack¬ 
ing  machinery,  can  acquire  consumer 
packages  of  prunes  at  a  lower  cost  di¬ 
rectly  from  present  handlers  than  that 
which  would  be  incurred  if  they  acquire 
the  prunes  in  bulk  and  repackage  them. 
In  this  regard,  it  was  testified  that  the  ' 
tendency  has  been  for  repackaging  in 
trade  channels  to  decrease  and  for  the 
present  handlers  to  pack  more  and  more 
of  the  total  quantity  of  prunes  which  are 
packed  hi  consumer  packages.  The 
greater  weight  of  evidence  and  logic  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  quantity  of  pnmes  repack¬ 
aged  in  trade  channels  in  the  United 
States  into  consumer  packages  now  con¬ 
stitutes  only  a  very  small  percentage  of 
the  total  pack  of  prunes  in  consumer 
packages,  and  that  such  quantity  would 
not  increase  to  nullify  the  effectiveness  of 
the  proposed  minimum  size  limitation 
and  pack  regulation  if  these  regulatory 
measures  were  applied  only  to  handlmi 
as  now  defined  in  the  order. 

The  hearing  evidence  was  unclear  as  to 
the  number  and  location  of  repackagers, 
the  quantity  of  pnmes  repackaged  Iqr 
them  and  the  ei^act  nature  of  their  oper¬ 
ations.  This  condition  was  at  least 
partly  ascribable  to  the  fact  that  repaik- 
agers  in  the  trade  did  not  appear  at  the 
hearing  to  describe  their  operations  or  to 
testify  regarding  the  desirability  or  ad¬ 
visability  of  extending  the  regulations  to 
cover  them. 

In  view  of  all  of  the  foregoing,  it  k 
concluded  that  the  hearing  evidence  does 
not  justify  the  extension  of  the  proposed 
regulations  to  repackagers.  It  is  further 
concluded  that  the  proposed  minimum 
size  limitation  and  the  proposed  pack 
regulation  would  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act  without  regu¬ 
lation  of  repackagers.  If  lack  of  order 
coverage  of  repackagers  should  prove  in 
the  future  to  be  a  problem  needing  reso¬ 
lution,  the  order  could  be  amended  at 
that  time  to  resolve  this  problem  if  the 
then  existing  facts  and  circumstances 
justify  that  action.  Accordingly,  the 
various  amendatory  proposals  included 
in  the  notice  of  hearing  and  those  pro¬ 
posed  at  the  hearing  to  regulate  re¬ 
packagers  of  prunes  are  denied. 

(6)  Section  993.50  (a)  should  be 

amended  to  make  it  clear  that  the  Secre¬ 
tary  has  the  authority,  if  he  finds  during 
a  crop  year  that  the  estimated  season 
average  price  for  prunes  will  exceed 
parity,  to  invoke,  for  the  remaining  por¬ 
tion  of  that  crop  year,  the  provisions  of 
§  993.50  including  the  minimum  size  re¬ 
quirement  discussed  above  in  material 
issue  (2)  and  the  provisions  of  proposed 
§  993.64. 

The  present  provisions  of  §  993.50  (a) 
clearly  authorize  the  Secretary  to  estab¬ 
lish  and  maintain,  for  a  crop  year,  mini¬ 
mum  standards  of  quality  and  maturity 
and  grading  and  inspection  requirements 
as  to  prunes,  if  he  finds  prior  to  or  at  the 
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beginning  of  the  crop  year,  that  such 
price  will  exceed  parity.  However,  it  is 
not  clearly  specified  in  the  present  order 
that  the  Secretary  has  the  authority  to 
apply  these  regulations  to  the  handling 
of  prunes  for  the  remaining  portion  of  a 
crop  year  if  he  makes  an  above-parity 
finding  durmg  a  crop  year. 

It  could  happen,"  as  it  did  happen  in 
the  1950-51  crop  year,  that  the  below- 
parity  quality  regulations  of  the  order 
would  have  to  be  suspended  if,  contrary 
to  the  expectation  at  the  beginning  of 
the  crop  year,  it  was  found  later  in  the 
year  that  prune  priqes  would  average 
above  parity  for  that  year.  Clear  au¬ 
thorization  for  invoking  the  provisions 
of  §  993.50  in  this  situation  would  per¬ 
mit,  without  question,  the  continuing 
orderly  marketing  of  prunes  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest.  The  proposed  amendment 
would  provide  assurance  to  consumers, 
and  manufacturers  that  they  would  con¬ 
tinue  to  receive,  without  interruption, 
prunes  of  such  quality  and  maturity  as 
are  desirable  for  their  respective  pur¬ 
poses.  This  continuity  would  serve  to 
prevent  the  irreparable  harm  to  con¬ 
sumer  acceptance  of  primes  which  could 
result  if  a  time  gap  occurred  in  the  main¬ 
tenance  of  regulation.  This  proposal, 
therefore,  would  be  in  the  interest  of 
both  producers  and  consumers. 

•  (7)  The  order  should  be  amended  by 

the  addition  of  a  new  section,  §  993.64, 
which  would  eliminate  any  doubt  con¬ 
cerning  the  Secretary’s  authority  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  Orderly  disposition  of  im- 
sold  surplus  tonnage  in  the  event  that  he 
should  find,  during  a  crop  year  when 
surplus  tonnage  withholding  require¬ 
ments  have  been  in  effect  under  the 
order,  that  the  estimated  season  average 
price  for  prunes  for  that  crop  year  will 
exceed  parity.  The  provisions  of  the  new 
section  should  specify  in  these  circum¬ 
stances  that  the  Secretary  shall  issue  an 
order  providing  for  the  liquidation  of 
the  unsold  surplus  tonnage  (both  stand¬ 
ard  and  substandard)  then  on  hand  by 
disposal  in  such  outlets,  at  such  times, 
and  in  accordance  with  such  terms  and 
conditions  as  he  may  determine  to  be 
appropriate  in  the  circumstances.  It 
should  be  further  provided  that,  in  deter¬ 
mining  these  terms  and  conditions,  the 
Secretary  should  give  consideration  to 
the  recommendations,  if  any,  which  may 
be  submitted  by  the  committee. 

If  salable  and  surplus  tonnage  regula¬ 
tions  were  put  into  effect  for  a  crop  year 
and  if  the  Secretary  later  foimd  during 
such  year  that  prune  prices  would  aver¬ 
age  above  parity,  it  would  be  necessary 
for  hi^  to  suspend  those  regulations, 
since  no  authority  exists  for  the  mainte¬ 
nance  of  prices  to  producers  above  the 
parity  level.  Under  these  conditions,  it 
could  happen  that  handlers,  at  the  time 
of  the  suspension  action,  would  be  hold¬ 
ing  for  the  account  of  the  committee  a 
quantity  of  unsold  surplus  tonnage 
which,  if  it  were  all  released  to  them 
forthwith  for  use  as  salable  tonnage, 
would  create  disorderly  marketing  con¬ 
ditions  for  prunes  which  would  be  harm¬ 
ful  to  the  industry,  the  trade,  and  the 
public.  It  is  possible  that  an  uncon¬ 
trolled  release  of  this  nature  would  cause 
handlers  and  the  trade  to  reduce  prune 


prices  to  such  an  extent  that  prices  to 
producers  would  average  below  parity 
for  the  crop  year.  This  situation  would 
not  be  in  keeping  with  the  objectives  of 
the  act. 

The  proposed  amendment  to  the  order 
would  avert  these  eventualities  by  pro¬ 
viding  authorization  to  prescribe  pro¬ 
cedures  for  orderly  disposition  of  the 
unsold  surplus  standard  and  substandard* 
tonnage.  This  could  be  done  through  the 
prescribing  of  outlets,  quantities  to  be 
offered  for  sale  during  specified  periods 
of  time,  committee’s  sales  price,  and  such 
other  terms  and  conditions  as  may  be 
appropriate.  Moreover,  it  would  be 
necessary  to  protect  the  interests  of 
equity  holders  in  the  pooled  tonnage  and 
to  provide  for  the  pasmient  of  pooling 
costs.  In  devising  the  liquidation  terms, 
the  recommendations  of  the  committee, 
if  any  were  submitted,  would  be  helpful 
to  the  Secretary  as  the  membership  of 
the  committee  would  be  intimately  ac¬ 
quainted  with  prune  marketing  condi¬ 
tions. 

(8)  Section  993.81  (c)  should  be 

amended  to  change  the  formula  used  to 
determine  a  handler’s  share  of  assess¬ 
ments  collected  during  a  crop  year  and 
not  expended  in  connection  with  that 
year’s  operation,  and  which  constitutes 
a  surplus  or  excess  of  funds,  above  ex¬ 
penses,  for  that  year’s  operations. 

The  present  provisions  of  §  993.81  (c) 
require  that  such  excess  shall  be  re¬ 
funded  or  credited  to  a  handler  in  the 
same  proportion  that  the  amount  of 
assessments  paid  by  him  is  a  fractional 
I>art  of  the  total  amount  of  assessments 
paid  by  all  handlers.  This  formula  pro¬ 
duces  equitable  results  only  so  long  as 
all  handlers  have  paid  their  assessments 
in  full.  In  general,  if  a  handler  pays  less 
than  the  full  amount  he  owes,  whether  by 
design,  bankruptcy,  or  otherwise,  the 
present  formula  would  give  him  a  greater 
share  of  the  excess  than  that  to  which 
he  is  rightfully  entitled.  Moreover,  in 
these  circumstances,  he  would  receive  a 
refund  or  credit  even  if  he  had  paid  less 
than  his  pro  rata  share  of  the  com¬ 
mittee’s  expenses.  At  the  same  time, 
other  handlers  who  had  paid  the  full 
amount  of  their  assessments  would  re¬ 
ceive  smaller  refunds  than  they  would 
have  received  if  the  delinquent  handler 
had  paid  his  assessments  in  full  and,  in 
effect,  would  pay  more  than  their  pro 
rata  share  of  the  committee’s  expenses 
based  on  the  salable  tonnage  handled  by 
them. 

In  order  to  avoid  these  inequitable  re¬ 
sults,  §  993.81  (c)  should  be  amended  to 
limit  the  distribution  of  excess  assess¬ 
ment  monies  to  those  handlers  who  pay 
more  than  their  proportionate  shares  of 
the  committee’s  expenses  and  to  further 
provide  that  each  such  handler’s  share 
of  such  excess  shall  be  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  the  assessments  he  paid  to  the 
committee  in  connection  with  its  pre¬ 
vious  year’s  operations  and  his  pro  rata 
share  of  such  expenses.  Under  this  pro¬ 
posal,  each  handler  would  receive  a  share 
of  the  excess  to  which  he  is  rightfully 
entitled.  If  a  handler  paid  less  than  his 
pro  rata  share  of  the  committee’s  ex¬ 
penses  or  pedd  only  the  amount  of  that 
share,  he  would  not  receive  any  refund 


or  credit  from  the  excess.  This  proposal 
would  change  neither  the  basis  for  the 
painnent  of  assessments  nor  the  han¬ 
dler’s  obligation  to  pay  his  full  share  of 
the  assessments. 

(9)  As  a  result  of  the  hearing,  it  has 
been  nece^ary  to  make  some  minor 
changes  in  the  order  to  bring  it  into 
conformity  with  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments.  ’The  record  contains  evidence 
that  these  conforming  changes  by  the 
Secretary  are  necessary  to  clarify  the 
details  of  the  order. 

(10)  It  was  proposed  by  the  Prune  Sec¬ 
tion  of  the  California  Farm  Bureau  Fed¬ 
eration  that  §  993.34  should  be  amended 
to  reduce  the  afiOrmative  votes  required 
for  the  committee’s  adoption  of  its  mar¬ 
keting  policy  recojnmendations  from 
three-fourths  to  two-thirds  of  its  mem¬ 
bers  present  at  a  meeting. 

In  support  of  this  proposal,  it  was  con¬ 
tended,  among  other  arguments,  that  the 
present  voting  procedure  required  exces¬ 
sive  unanimity  in  support  of  marketing 
policy  propositions  and  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  reduction  woul^  facilitate  the  ar¬ 
rival  at  committee  rc(Hnmendations  on 
these  propositions.  It  was  further  con¬ 
tended  that  the  proposal  would  give  less 
power  to  a  minority  of  committee  mem¬ 
bers  which,  in  past  instances,  had  pre¬ 
vented  the  adoption  of  marketing  policy 
recommendations  that  had  strong  sup¬ 
port. 

In  opposition,  it  was  contended,  junong 
other  arguments,  that  the  marketing 
policy  decisions  of  the  committee  were  of 
vital  importance  to  all  segments  of  the 
industry  and,  therefore,  should  be  sup¬ 
ported  by  at  least  the  degree  of  una¬ 
nimity  presently  required.  It  was 
further  contended  that  the  proposal 
would  not  provide  sufBcient  protection 
to  the  smaller  segments  of  the  industry 
against  the  will  of  the  larger  segments. 

The  proposal  did  not  receive  the  sup¬ 
port  of  the  committee  whose  membership 
is  comprised  of  representatives  from  all 
segments  of  the  industry.  Moreover,  at 
the  hearing,  only  one  witness  afSrma- 
tively  supporW  the  proposal  and  it  was 
vigorously  opposed  by  other  witnesses 
who  testified  regarding  it. 

While  there  may  be  some  merit  in  the 
proposal  in  that  decisions  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  might  be  facilitated,  the  record  is 
lacking  in  evidence  to  support  the  pro¬ 
posal.  Therefore,  the  proposal  is  denied. 

Rulings  on  proposed  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions.  At  the  hearing,  the  Presiding 
Officer  required  the  filing  of  briefs  not 
later  than  May  1,  1957,  by  parties  inter¬ 
ested  in  filing  briefs  with  respect  to  facts 
presented  in  evidence  and  the  conclu¬ 
sions  to  be  drawn  therefrom.  Briefs 
were  filed  on  behalf  of:  (1)  California 
Packing  Corporation,  by  R.  L.  Bngell; 
(2)  Rosenberg  Bros.  &  Co.,  Inc.,  by  F. 
Ehrenfeld;  and  (3)  Valley  View  Packing 
Co.,  Inc.,  by  J.  P.  Rubino.  The  briefs 
contained  proposed  findings  of  fact,  con¬ 
clusions,  and  arguments  with  respect  to 
the  proposals  presented  at  the  hearing. 
Each  of  these  briefs  opposed  the  proposal 
which  would  require,  for  the  committee’s 
adoption  of  marketW  policy  recommen¬ 
dations.  the  affirmative  vote  of  at  least 
two-thirds  (instead  of  the  present  75 
percent  requirement)  of  the  committee 
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members  present.  Every  point  covered 
In  these  briefs  has  been  considered  care¬ 
fully  along  with  the  evidence  in  the  rec¬ 
ord  in  making  the  findings  and  reaching 
the  conclusions  herein  set  forth.  To  the 
extent  that  the  suggested  findings  and 
conclusions  contained  in  these  briefs  are 
inconsistent  with  the  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  contained  herein,  the  request 
to  make  such  findings  or  to  reach  such 
conclusions,  is  denied  on  the  basis  of  the 
facts  found  and  stated  in  connection  with 
this  recommended  decision. 

General  findings,  (a)  The  findings 
hereinafter  set  forth  are  supplementary 
and  in  addition  to  the  findings  and  de¬ 
terminations  which  were  made  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  original  issuance  of  this 
marketing  agreement  and  order  (14  F.  R. ' 
5254)  issued  on  August  22.  1949.  and  as 
supplemented  by  further  findings  and 
determinations  made  in  connection  with 
an  amendment  of  the  agreement  and  or¬ 
der  (16  F.  R.  8437)  issued  on  August  17, 
1951.  and  by  the  findings  and  determi¬ 
nations  made  in  connection  with  the 
amendment  of  the  agreement  and  order 
(19  F.  R.  1301)  issued  on  March  3.  1954. 
Elxcept  the  finding  as  to  the  base  period 
for  the  parity  computation,  and  except 
insofar  as  such  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  may  be  in  confiict  with  the  findings 
set  forth  herein,  all  of  the  said  previous 
findings  and  determinations  are  hereby 
ratified  and  confirmed. 

(b)  The  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  as  hereby  proposed  to  be  further 
amended,  and  all  of  the  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act; 

(c)  The  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  as  hereby  proposed  to  be  further 
amended,  will  be  applicable  only  to  per¬ 
sons  in  the  respective  classes  of  industrial 
and  commercial  activities  specified  or 
necessarily  included  in  the  proposals 
upon  which  the  amendment  hearing  has 
been  held;  and 

(d)  There  are  no  differences  In  the 
production  and  marketing  of  dried 
prunes  in  the  production  area  covered 
by  this  marketing  agreement  and  order, 
as  hereby  proposed  to  be  further  amend¬ 
ed,  which  require  the  application  of  dif¬ 
ferent  terms  or  provisions  to  different 
parts  of  such  area. 

Recommended  amendments  to  the 
order.  The  following  further  amend¬ 
ments  of  the  amended  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order  are  recommended  as  the 
detailed  and  appropriate  means  by  which 
the  foregoing  conclusions  may  be  carried 
out: 

1.  Renumber  present  5  993.20,  Part 
and  subpart,  as  §  993.21  and  insert,  im¬ 
mediately  prior  thereto,  a  new  S  993.20 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  993.20  Consumer  package.  “Con¬ 
sumer  package”  means:  (a)  Any  con¬ 
tainer  of  primes  holding  less  than  10 
pounds  of  sttmdard  processed  prunes  or 
standard  prunes;  or  (b)  any  container 
holding  less  than  10  pounds  of  prunes 
and  other  dried  fruit  of  which  the  net 
weight  of  prunes,  either  standard  proc¬ 
essed  prunes  or  standard  prunes,  con¬ 
sists  of  more  than  60  percent  of  the  total 
weight  of  the  mixture. 


2.  Amend  paragraph  (b).  Regulation, 
of  §  993.49,  by  deleting  the  same  and  in¬ 
serting,  in  lieu  thereof,  the  following: 

(b)  Regulation  —  (1)  Grade.  Con¬ 
tinuing  until  such  grade  regulation  is 
modified  or  changed  by  subsequent  grade 
regulation  prescribed  by  the  Secretary, 
except  as  otherwise  specifically  provided, 
no  handler  shall  ship  or  otherwise  make 
final  disposition  of  natural  condition 
prunes  or  of  processed  prunes,  which  fail 
to  meet  the  applicable  minimum  stand¬ 
ards  set  forth  in  §  993.97  (Exhibit  A)  for 
standard  prunes  or  standard  processed 
prunes. 

(2)  Size.  No  handler  shall  ship  or 
otherwise  make  final  disposition  of  any 
lot  of  consumer  packages  of  prunes  un¬ 
less  the  average  count  of  the  prunes  con¬ 
tained  in  such  lot  is  100  or  less  per  poimd. 
In  determining  whether  a  lot  of  consumer 
packages  of  prunes  conforms  to  this 
minimum  size  requirement,  the  following 
tolerance  shall  apply:  In  a  sample  of  100 
ounces,  the  count  per  pound  of  10  ounces 
of  the  smallest  prunes  shall  not  vary  from 
the  count  per  pound  of  10  ounces  of  the 
largest  prunes  by  more  than  45  points. 
The  Secretary  may,  upon  the  basis  of 
the  recommendation  and  information 
submitted  by  the  committee  and  other 
available  information,  modify  or  change 
this  tolerance  for  uniformity  of  size. 

(3)  Establishment  of  pack  specifica¬ 
tions  as  to  size.  The  Secretary  shall, 
upon  the  basis  of  the  recommendation 
and  information  submitted  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  and  other  available  information, 
prescribe  pack  specifications  for  the 
packing  of  prunes  in  consumer  packages 
according  to  such  commercially  recog¬ 
nized  size  categories  as  may  be  deemed  to 
be  reasonable  and  appropriate,  and  also 
such  tolerances  for  use  in  connection 
with  such  size  categories  as  may  be 
deemed  to  be  reasonable  and  appropriate. 
As  a  part  of,  and  in  implementation  of, 
the  pack  specifications  prescribed,  each 
consumer  package  of  prunes  shall  be 
identified  by  an  appropriate  label,  seal, 
stamp,  or  tag  affixed  to  such  container  by 
the  handler,  showing  that  the  size  of  the 
primes  in  the  lot  from  which  the  con¬ 
tainer  was  packed  conforms  to  the  ap¬ 
plicable  pack  specification:  Provided, 
That  the  Secretary  may,  upon  the  basis 
of  the  recommendation  and  information 
submitted  by  the  committee  and  other 
available  information,  exempt  any  par¬ 
ticular  type  of  consumer  package  of 
prunes  from  these  identification  require¬ 
ments  if  these  requirements,  under  par-- 
ticular  circumstances,  are  unnecessary. 
Continuing  until  such  pack  specifications 
are  modified  or  changed  by  other  pack 
specifications  prescribed  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  no  handler  shall  ship  or  otherwise 
make  final  disposition  of  consumer  pack¬ 
ages  of  prunes  unless  such  prunes  are 
packed  and  labeled  in  accordance  with 
such  specifications  as  to  size. 

3.  Amend  paragraph  (c).  Supersed¬ 
ing  regulation,  of  said  §  993.49  to  read  as 
follows: 

(c)  Subsequent  regulation.  In  case 
the  committee  should  recommend  to  the 
Secretary  that  the  minimum  standards 
as  to  grade,  or  the  requirement  as  to 


uniformity  of  size  in  connection  with  the 
minimum  size,  or  the  pack  specifications 
as  to  size,  as  provided  for  respectively  in 
subparagraphs  (1).  (2),  and  (3)  of  para¬ 
graph  (b)  of  this  section,  should  be  mod¬ 
ified  or  changed,  or  that  minimum  stand¬ 
ards  as  to  sizes  of  prunes  should  be  made 
effective  for  application  to  prunes  other 
than  those  packed  in  consumer  pack¬ 
ages,  it  shall  submit  its  recommendation 
to  the  Secretary,  together  with  the  data 
and  information  upon  which  it  acted  in 
making  such  recommendation,  and  such 
other  information  as  the  Secretary  may 
request.  The  Secretary,  upon  the  basis 
of  the  recommendation  and  information 
submitted  by  the  committee  and  other 
available  information,  shall  issue  such 
subsquent  regulation  if  he  finds  that  to 
do  so  would  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act.  Any  such  sub¬ 
sequent  regulation,  insofar  as  it  applies 
to  grade,  shall  not  be  below  the  appli¬ 
cable  minimum  standards  for  grades  of 
standard  prunes  or  standard  processed 
prunes,  as  set  forth  in  §  993.97  (Exhibit 
A).  Any  such  minimum  standards  for 
grades  shall  provide  a  maximum  toler¬ 
ance  for  total  defects,  and  may  provide 
a  maximum  tolerance  for  single  defects 
or  classes  of  defects.  Any  such  pack 
specifications  as  to  size  shall  provide 
reasonable  and  appropriate  tolerances 
for  each  of  the  respective  size  categories.  • 
Any  subsequent  regulation  issued  by  the 
Secretary  may  later  be  modified,  sus¬ 
pended,  or  terminated  in  case  he  finds 
that  the  pertinent  facts  and  circum¬ 
stances  so  warrant,  and  the  committee, 
in  submitting  any  recommendation 
therefore  to  the  Secretary  shall,  in  each 
instance,  submit  to  him  the  information  - 
and  data  on  the  basis  of  which  such 
recommendation  is  made :  Provided, 
That,  at  all  times,  the  regulation  as  to 
grade  and  size  (except  the  size  require¬ 
ment,  referred  to  in  subparagraph  (2) 
of  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section)  shall 
be  comparable,  so  far  as  practicable,  to 
the  then  current  regulation  in  effect  with 
respect  to  the  receiving  of  natural  con¬ 
dition  prunes  by  handlers  from  pro¬ 
ducers  or  dehydrators.  So  long  as  any 
subsequent  regulation  is  in  effect,  each 
handler  shall  ship  or  otherwise  make 
final  disposition  of  natural  condition 
prunes  or  of  processed  prunes  in  con¬ 
formity  therewith.  The  committee  shall 
promptly  give  reasonable  publicity  to 
producers,  dehydrators,  and  handlers  of 
each  recommendation  submitted  by  it  to 
the  Secretary  and  of  each  subsequent 
regulation  issued  by  the  Secretary.  Such 
publicity  may  be  given  through  news¬ 
papers  having  general  circulation  in  the 
area  or  through  other  channels,  but  the 
committee  may  use  any  or  all  of  such 
media.  In  addition,  the  committee  shall 
give  written  notice  by  registered  mail 
of  each  subsequent  regulation  issued  by 
the  Secretary  to  all  handlers  of  whom 
the  committee  has  a  record. 

4.  Amend  paragraph  (dO,  Inspection, 
of  said  §  993.49  to  read  as  follows: 

(d)  Inspection.  Each  handler  shall, 
at  his  own  expense,  before  shipping  or 
otherwise  making  final  dispostion  of 
prunes  (unless  they  are  specifically  ex- 
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with  the  approval  of  the  State  commit¬ 
tee  so  that  rice  cannot  be  harvested 
therefrom.” 

Under  this  definition  any  rice  acreage 
in  excess  of  the  rice  allotment  that  is  de¬ 
stroyed  shaU  not  be  considered  rice  acre¬ 
age,  but  any  rice  acreage  in  excess  of  the 
permitted  acreage  which  is  destroyed  on  • 
a  farm  to  comply  with  an  acreage  reserve 
agreement  or  conservation  reserve  con¬ 
tract  under  the  Soil  Bank  program  is 
included  in  the  farm  rice  acreage.  To 
eliminate  two  inconsistent  definitions  of 
“rice  acreage”,  consideration  is  being 
given  to  amending  item  (5)  of  §S  730.811, 
(n)  and  730.851  (u)  of  said  regulations' 
by  deleting  the  words  “any  excess  rice 
acreage”  and  substituting  therefor  the 
following  words  “•  •  •  any  acreage 
planted  to  rice  in  excess  of  the  farm  rice 
acreage  allotment,  or  where  applicable, 
the  permitted  acreage  of  rice  under  an 
acreage  reserve  agreement  or  conserva¬ 
tion  reserve  contract  under  the  Soil  Bank 
program  •  •  •” 

Section  730.822  (d)  of  the  1957  regu¬ 
lations  for  establishment  of  rice  acreage 
allotments  reads  as  follows:. 

(d)  Upon  dissolution  of  a  partnership, 
the  partnership’s  history  of  rice  produc¬ 
tion  shall  be  apportioned  among  the 
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Administrator,  Burkau  of  Security 
AND  Consular  Affairs 

DELEGATION  OF  AUTHORITY  WITH  RESPECT 

TO  CERTAIN  POWERS,  DUTIES  AND 

FUNCTIONS 

By  Virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
the  SecretEiry  of  State  by  section  4  of  the 
Etct  of  May  26,  1949,  Eis  amended  by  the 
Mutual  Security  Act  of  1956  (5  U.  S.  C. 
151c) ,  and  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
section  310  of  the  Orgsuiization  Manual 
of  the  Department  of  State,  paragraph 
numbered  (3)  of  Delegation  of  Author¬ 
ity  No.  74  of  November  27,  1953,  as 
amended  (Public  Notices  132,  142,  suid 
149,  18  P.  R.  7898,  20  P.  R.  6589,  and 
22  P.  R.  228)  relating  to  the  administra¬ 
tion  and  enforcement  of  the  immigration 
and  nationality  laws  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  Bureau  of  Security  and  Consular 
Affairs,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

(3)  The  authority  delegated  under 
paragraph  (1)  of  this  order  shall  be 
deemed  to  include  the  authority  to  redel¬ 
egate  the  powers,  duties,  and  functions 
so  delegated. 

Dated;  July  2, 1957. 

Por  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Loy  W.  Henderson, 
Deputy  Under  Secretary 
for  Administration. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-6772;  Piled.  July  16.  1957; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


partners  in  such  proportion  sis  agreed 
upon  in  writing  by  the  partners  smd  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  State  Committee. 

The  intent  of  this  regulation  when 
Issued  was  to  permit  the  members  of  a 
bona  fide  partnership  to  divide  the  rice 
history  fiu:reages  credited  to  the  partner¬ 
ship  by  agreement  upon  the  dissolution  of 
«uch  partnership  because  of  the  fact  that 
one  or  the  other  weui  to  become  the  suc¬ 
cessor  in  interest  in  the  partnership. 
It  was  not  intended  by  such  a  provision 
to  permit  the  placing  of  a  monetary 
value  on  personal  rice  history  acreages 
or  rice  acreage  allotments. 

Since  it  now  appears  that  in  some 
cases  partnerships  are  being  formed  dur¬ 
ing  one  program  year  and  dissolved  in 
the  following  year  primarily  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  transferring  personal  rice  history 
Eicreages  and  allotments  from  one  per¬ 
son  to  another,  consideration  in  being 
given  to  amending  the  above  section,  by 
deleting  the  period  at  the  end  of  the 
section,  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
a  colon  and  the  following  language: 
“Provided,  That  if  a  partnership  was 
formed  in  a  year  when  sdlotments  were 
in  effect  and  is  dissolved  after  July  31, 
1957,  in  less  than  five  consecutive  crop 
years  sifter  the  partnership  became  effec¬ 


tive,  the  rice  acreage  allotment  estab¬ 
lished  for  the  partnership  suod  the  rice 
history  acreages  credited  to  the  partner¬ 
ship  for  esich  of  the  yesua  during  its 
existence  shsill  be  divided  among  the 
partners  in  the  same  proportion  that 
eaeh  contributed  to  the  allotment  estab¬ 
lished  for  the  partnership  at  the  time 
such  partnership  wsus  formed.  The  rice 
history  acreage  credited  to  eaeh  of  the 
partners  for  the  years  prior  to  the  time 
the  partnership  wsis  formed  shall  revert 
to  the  person  to  whom  it  was  originally 
credited.” 

Prior  to  the  adoption  of  such  amend¬ 
ments.  consideration  will  be  given  to  any 
data,  views  or  recommendations  per¬ 
taining  thereto  which  are  submitted  in 
writing  lo  the  Director,  Grain  Division, 
CSS,  USDA,  Washington  25.’D.  C.  All 
submissions  must  be  postmarked  not 
later  than  ten  days  from  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  in  order  to  be  considered. 

Issued  this  11th  day  of  July,  1957. 

[SEA^]  Clarence  L.  Miller, 
Associate  Administrator, 
Commodity  Stabilization  Service. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  67-5821;  Piled,  July  16,  1957; 

8:36  a.  m.] 


NOTICES 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[Classification  8] 

Washington 

CANCELLATipN  OF  DATE  OF  SALE  OF 
SMALL  TRACTS 

July  9,  1957. 

1.  Pursuant  to  Redelegation  Order  No. 
541  of  April  21,  1954>  the  sale  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  described  lands  heretofore  sched¬ 
uled  for  sale  at  public  auction  at  2:00 
p.  m.,  Saturday,  17  August  1957,  at  the 
old  Armory,  located  at  Western  and  Le- 
nora,  Seattle,  Washington,  is  hereby 
cancelled: 

T.  34  N.,  R.  2  W.,  W.  M., 

Sec.  8.  Lots  10  thru  16  (inclusive). 

2.  All  further  Fiction  toward  disposal 
of  the  aioresaid  lands  pursuant  to  the 
Small  Tract  Act  of  June  1,  1938  (52  Stat. 
609,  43  U.  S.  C.  682  (a)),  as  amended, 
is  hereby  suspended  pending  a  supple- 
rmental  classification  investigation  and  a 
final  determination  of  the  propriety  of 
such  disposing  at  public  auction  imder 
the  Small  Tract  Act. 

Fred  J.  Weiler, 
State  Supervisor. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  67-5769;  Piled.  July  16.  1957; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


[Classification  512] 

California 

SMALL  TRACT  CLASSIFICATION;  AMENDED 

July  8, 1957. 

Effective  immediately  paragraphs  6,  7 
and  8  of  Federal  Register  Document  57> 


3603,  appearing  on  pages  3187,  3188  and 
3189  of  the  issue  for  May  4,  1957,  are 
hereby  revoked  and  the  following  para¬ 
graphs  are  substituted  therefor: 

6.  The  above  described  tracts,  except 
those  for  which  statutory  preference 
clEumants  exercise  their  rights,  will  be 
sold  at  public  auction  at  a  public  sale  to 
be  held  at  the  Community  House,  Gov¬ 
ernment  Camp  which  lies  Vz  mile  east  of 
Summit  City,  California,  at  1:00  p.  m., 
local  time,  and  2:00  p.  m.,  local  time  on 
July  26, 1957.  The  sale  at  1:00  p.  m.  will 
be  open  only  to  those  persons  who  qualify 
for  veterans’  preference  imder  the  pro¬ 
visions  outlined  in  paragraph  8,  of  this 
order.  The  2:00  p.  m.  sale  will  be  open 
to  the  public  generally  but  will  be  held 
only  if  any  of  the  tracts  described  in 
paragraph  4,  above,  remain  unsold  after 
the  1:00  p.  m.  sale.  Bids  may  be  made 
personally  by  an  individual  or  his  agent 
at  the  sale,  or  by  mail.  Bids  sent  by  mail 
will  be  considered  only  if  received  at  the 
Land  Office,  10th  Floor,  California  Fruit 
Building,  4th  and  J  Streets,  Sacramento. 
California,  prior  to  10:00  a.  m.,  local 
time,  on  July  26,  1957. 

7.  To  facilitate  the  completion  of  the 
sale,  all  oral  bidders  at  the  1 :00  p.  m.  sale 
should  bring  with  them  a  photostatic 
copy  of  their  discharge  papers  or  other 
acceptable  certification  of  proof  of  right 
to  veterans’  preference  as  outlined  in 
paragraph  8. 

7a.  Each  bid  sent  by  mail  must  clearly 
show:  (a)  The  full  name  and  mailing 
address  of  the  bidder;  (b)  Classification 
Order  No.  512;  (c)  the  legal  description 
of  the  tract  for  which  the  bid  is  made,  de¬ 
scribed  in  accordance  with  paragraph  4, 
of  this  order.  Each  bid  must  be  accom- 
PEUiied  by  the  full  amount  of  the  bid  in 
the  form  of  a  certified  or  cashier’s  check. 
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post  ofOice  money  order,  or  a  bank  draft 
made  payable  to  the  Biireau  of  Land 
Management.  All  unsuccessful  bids  will 
be  promptly  returned  after  the  sale.  A  ^ 
photostatic  copy  of  bidder’s  discharge 
papers  or  other  certification  showing 
proof  of  veterans*  preference  as  outlined 
in  paragraph  8.  of  this  order,  must  ac¬ 
company  the  bid.  Such  papers  will  be 
returned  promptly  after  the  sale.  Bids 
for  separate  lots  must  be  enclosed  in 
separate  envelopes  but  payment  and 
proof  of  veterans’  preference  need  only 
accompany  the  highest  bid,  providing 
all  other  bids  designate  the  envelope  con¬ 
taining  the  payment  and  the  veterans’ 
preference  proof.  Each  envelope  must 
be  addressed  to  the  Manager,  Sacramen¬ 
to  Land  Office,  10th  Floor,  California 
Fruit  Building.  4th  and  J  Streets.  Sac¬ 
ramento,  California,  and  carry  in  the 
lower  left-hand  comer  of  its  face  the  fol¬ 
lowing  information  and  nothing  else: 

(a)  “Bid  for  Small  Tract  Sale’’;  (b) 
“California  Order  No.  512”;  (c)  “Veter¬ 
ans’  Preference”,  if  the  bidder  is  entitled 
to  such  preference;  (d)  the  description 
of  the  tract  for  which  the  bid  is  made; 
described  in  accordance  with  paragraph 
4,  of  this  order.  Sender’s  name  and  ad¬ 
dress  should  be  shown  on  reverse  side  of 
the  envelope, 

8.  All  valid  applications  filed  prior  to 
March  11, 1957,  will  be  granted  the  pref¬ 
erence  rights  provided  for  by  43  CFR 
257.7  (a).  In  accordance  with  43  CFR 
257.14  (e),  each  tract  at  the  1:00  p.  m. 
sale  will  be  awarded  to  the  highest  bid¬ 
der  among  persons  entitled  to  veterans’ 
preference.  No  person  will  be  awarded 
more  than  one  tract  imless  he  is  an  agent 
acting  for  one  or  more  persons.  Persons 
entitled  to  veterans’  preference,  in  brief 
are:  (a)  Honorably  discharged  veterans 
who  served  at  least  90  days  after  Septem¬ 
ber  15,  1940;  (b)  surviving  spouse  or 
minor  orphan  children  of^such  veterans; 
and  (c)  with  the  consent  of  the  veteran, 
the  spouse  of  living  veterans.  Veterans 
who  were  discharged  on  account  of 
wounds  or  disability  incurred  in  the  line 
of  duty,  or  the  surviving  spouse  or  minor 
children  of  veterans  killed  in  line  of  duty 
are  eligible  for  veterans’  preference  re¬ 
gardless  of  whether  such  servicemen 
served  less  than  90  days  after  September 
15. 1940. 

Jean  M.  F.  Dubois, 

Acting  Officer  in  Charge, 

-  Northern  Field  Group, 
Sacramento,  California. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-5770;  Plied,  July  16,  1957; 

8:45  a.  m.] 


lights  Of  the  natives  of  Aladc^  if  any; 
and  this  classification  shall  have  full 
force  and  effect  under  the  provisions  of 
section  24  of  the  act  of  Jime  10,  1920. 
as  amended  by  section  211  of  the  act  of 
August  26.  1935  (16  U.  S.  C.  818) : 

Chuxoot  Lake  and  Rivee,  Alaska 

All  lands  adjacent  to  Chllkoot  Lake  be¬ 
low  the  200-foot  contour  and  to  a  point  on 
the  Chllkoot  River  one-fourth  mile  down¬ 
stream  from  the  outlet  of  Chllkoot  Lake. 
See  Skagway  Quadrangle  (Reconnaissance 
Series) . 

'The  area  of  the  lands  described  ag¬ 
gregates  about  4,300  acres. 

Dated:  July  10, 1957. 


Arthur  A.  Baker, 
Acting  Director. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-5767;  PUed,  J\ily  16.  1957; 

8:45  a.  m.)  , 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Offica  of  the  Secretary  . 

Illinois 

DESIGNATION  OP  AREA  FOR  PRODUCTION 
EMERGENCY  LOANS 

For  the  purpose  of  making  production 
emergency  loans  pursuant  to  section  2 
(a)  of  Public  Law  38,  81st  Cmigress  (12 
n.  S.  C.  1148a-2  (a)),  as  amended,  it 
has  been  deteitnined  that  in  the  follow¬ 
ing  coimties  in  the  States  of  Illinois  a 
production  disaster  has  caused  a  need  for 
agricultural  credit  not  readily  available 
from  commercial  banks,  cooperative 
lending  agencies,  or  other  req;x>nsible 
sources. 

Illinois 


Geological  Survey 

Chilkoot  Lake  and  River,  Alaska 

POWER  SITE  CLASSIFICATION  NO.  439 

Pursuant  to  authority  vested  in  me 
by  the  act  of  March  3, 1879  (20  Stat.  394; 
43  U.  S.  C.  31),  and  by  Departmental 
Order  No.  2333  of  June  10,  1947  (43 
C.  F.  R.  4.623;  12  P.  R.  4025).  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  land  is  hereby  classified  as 
power  sites  insofar  as  title  thereto  re¬ 
mains  in  the  United  States  and  subject 
to  valid  existing  rights,  including  the 
No.  137 - 4 


National  Park  Service 

[Region  4  Order  3,  Arndt.  3] 

Superintendents 

DELEGATION  OF  AUTHORITY 

1.  A  new  paragraph  (g)  and  reading  as 
follows,  is  added  to  section  1: 

(g)  Periodic  inspection  of  properties 
transferred  to  State  and  local  agencies 
for  park,  recreation,  and  historic  mon¬ 
ument  purposes  pursuant  to  the  act  of 
June  10.  1948  (62  Stat.  350,  50  U.  S.  C., 
1952  ed.,  section  1622  (h) ) ,  and  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Property  and  Administrative  Serv¬ 
ices  Act  of  1949  (63  Stat.  377)  as  amended 
(40  U.  S.  C..  1952  ed..  section  484) .  and 
review  of  the  grantees’  bienniel  reports 
and  their  acceptance  when  satisfactory. 

2.  A  new  paragraph  (h)  and  reading 
as  follows,  is  added  to  section  2 : 

(h)  Periodic  inspection  of  properties 
transferred  to  State  and  local  agencies 
for  park,  recreation,  and  historic  mon¬ 
ument  purposes  pursuant  to  the  act  of 
June  10,  1948  (62  Stat.  350,  50  U.  S.  C., 
1952  ed.,  section  1622  (h) ) ,  and  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Property  and  Administrative  Serv¬ 
ices  Act  of  1949  (63  Stat.  377)  as  amend¬ 
ed  (40  U.  S.  C.,  1952  ed..  section  484). 
and  review  of  the  grantees’  bienniel  re¬ 
ports  and  their  acceptance  when  satis¬ 
factory. 

3.  A  new  paragraph  (n)  and  reading  as 
follows,  is  added  to  section  3: 

(n)  Periodic  inspecticai  of  properties 
transferred  to  State  and  local  agencies 
for  park,  recreation,  and  historic  mon¬ 
ument  purposes  pursuant  to  the  act  of 
June  10.  1948  (62  Stat.  350,  50  U.  S.  C., 
1952  ed.,  section  1622  (h) ) ,  and  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Property  and  Administrative  Serv¬ 
ices  Act  of  1949  (63  Stat.  377)  as  sunended 
(40  U.  S.  C.,  1952  ed..  secUon  484) ,  and 
review  of  the  grantees’  bienniel  reports 
and  their  acceptance  when  satisfactory. 
(National  Park  Service  Order  14) 

Herbert  Maibr, 

Acting  Regional  Director, 

Region  Four, 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-5771;  Piled,  July  16.  1957; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


Alexander. 

Bond. 

Clark. 

Clay. ' 

Christian. 

Clinton. 

Coles. 

Crawford. 

Cumberland. 

Douglas. 

Bdgar.^ 

Edwards. 

Effingham. 

Payette. 

Pranklin. 

Gallatin. 

Greene. 

Hamilton. 

Hardin. 

Jackson. 

Jasper. 

Jefferson.  ^ 

Jersey. 

Johnson. 

Lawrence. 


Macoupin. 

Madison. 

Marion. 

Massac. 

Menard. 

Monroe. 

Montgomery, 

Morgan. 

Moultrie.  . 

Perry. 

Pope. 

Pulaski. 

Randolph. 

Richland. 

St.  Clair. 

Saline. 

Sangamon. 

Scott. 

Shelby. 

Union. 

Wabash. 

Washington. 

Wa3me. 

White. 

Williamson. 


Pursuant  to  the  authority  set  forth 
above,  production  emergency  loans  will 
not  be  made  in  the  above-named 
counties  after  June  30,  1958,  except  to 
applicants  who  previously  received  such 
assistance  and  who  can  qualify  under 
established  policies  and  procedures. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  12th 
day  of  July  1957. 


[seal! 


True  D.  Morse, 
Acting  Secretary. 


[F.  R.  Doc.  57-5822;  Piled.  July  16,  1957; 
8:56  a.  m.} 


Minnesota 

DESIGNATION  OF  AREA  FOR  PRODUCTION 
EMERGENCY  LOANS 

For  the  purpose  of  making  production 
emergency  loans  pursuant  to  section  2 
(a)  of  Public  Law  38,  8l8t  Congress  (12 
U.  S.  C.  1148a-2  (a)),  as  amended,  it 
has  been  determined  that  in  the  follow¬ 
ing  counties  in  the  State  of  Minnesota  a 
production  disaster  has  caused  a  need 
for  agricultural  credit  not  readily  avail¬ 
able  from  oommercial  banks, .  coopera¬ 
tive  lending  agencies,  or  other  responsible 
sources. 

Minnesota 


Blue  Earth. 

Carver. 

Chippewa. 

Clearwater. 

Dakota. 


Hennepin. 

Kandiyohi. 

Kittson. 

Le  Sueur. 

Lac  Qui  Parle. 
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linooln.  Renville. 

IfarshAll.  Roseau. 

MlcoUet.  Scott. 

Pennington.  Sibley. 

Pipestone.  Swift. 

Polk.  Wright. 

Red  Lake. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  set  forth 
above,  production  emergency  loans  will 
not  be  made  in  the  above  named  counties 
after  June  30,  1958,  except  to  applicants 
who  previously  received  such  assistance 
and  who  can  qualify  under  established 
policies  and  procedures. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  12th 
day  of  July  1957. 

[seal]  True  D.  Morse, 

Acting  Secretary. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  57-5823;  Filed,  July  16,  1957; 
8:56  a.m.]  * 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  50-74] 

AMP  Atomics 

NOTICE  OP  APPLICATION  FOR  UTILIZATION 
FACILITY  EXPORT  LICENSE  * 

Please  take  notice  that  AMF  Atomics, 
a  division  of  American  Machine  & 
Foundry  Company,  261  Madison  Avenue, 
New  York,  N.  Y.,  on  July  3,  1957,  filed 
an  application  under  section  104d  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954  for  a  license 
to  export  a  one-megawatt,  pool-type, 
light  water  moderated  and  cooled,  re¬ 
search  reactor  to  the  Societa  Ricerche 
Impianti  Nucleari,  Via  Filippo  Turati  8, 
Biilano,  Italy.  A  copy  of  the  application 
is  available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
AEC  Public  Document  Room  located  at 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  9th 
day  of  July  1957. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Frank  K.  Pittman, 
Deputy  Director, 
Division  of  Civilian  Application. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  57-5766;  Piled,  July  16,  1957; 

8:45  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  50-50] 

North  American  Aviation,  Inc. 

notice  of  PROPOSED  ISSUANCE  OF  CON¬ 
STRUCTION  PERMIT 

Please  take  notice  that  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  proposes  to  issue  a 
construction  permit  to  North  American 
Aviation,  Inc.,  substantially  in  the  form 
set  forth  below  unless  within  fifteen  (15) 
days  after  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  a  request  for  a  formal  hearing 
is  filed  with  the  Commission  in  the  man¬ 
ner  prescribed  by  §  2.102  (b)  of  the  Com- 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  (10  CFR  Part 
2).  There  is  annexed  a  memorandum 
submitted  by  the  Division  of  Civilian 
Application  which  summarizes  the  prin¬ 
cipal  features  of  the  proposed  facility 
and  the  principal  factors  considered  in 
reviewing  the  application  for  a  license. 
For  further  details  see  the  application 


,  NOTICES 

for  a  license  at  the  C(mimisslon’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Notice  is  also  hereby  given  that  if  the 
Commission  issues  the  construction  per¬ 
mit  the  Commission  may  without  fur¬ 
ther  prior  public  notice  convert  ttie  con¬ 
struction  permit  to  a  Class  104  license 
authorizing  operation  of  the  reactor  at 
the  proposed  site  if  it  is  found  that  the 
reactor  has  been  constructed  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  specifications  contained 
in  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  con¬ 
struction  permit,  and  in  conformity  with 
the  provisions  of  the  act  and  of  the  rules 
and  regulations  of  the  Commission,  and 
in  the  absence  of  any  good  cause  being 
shown  to  the  Commission  that  the  grant¬ 
ing  of  such  license  would  not  be  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  act. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  11th 
day  of  July  1957. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

H.  L.  Price, 
Director, 

Division  of  Civilian  Application. 

Appendix  A 
construction  permit 

No.  CPRR- 

North  American  Aviation,  Inc.  (hereinafter 
“North  American”),  on  January  24.  1957, 
filed  its  application  for  Class  104  license, 
defined  in  §  50.21  of  Part  50,  “Licensing  of 
Production  and  Utilization  Facilities”.  Title 
10,  Chapter  I,  CFR,  to  construct  and  operate 
a  nuclear  reactor  (hereinafter  “the  reactor”). 

The  Atomic  Energy  Commission  (herein¬ 
after  “the  Commission”)  has  found  that: 

A.  The  reactor  will  be  a  utilization  facil¬ 
ity  as  defined  in  the  Commission’s  regula¬ 
tions  contained  in  Title  10,  Chapter  I,  CFR, 
Part  50,  "Licensing  of  Production  and  Utili¬ 
zation  Facilities.” 

B.  North  American  proposes  to  utilize  the 
reactor  in  the  conduct  of  research  and  de¬ 
velopment  activities  of  the  types  specified  in 
section  31  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954. 

C.  North  American  is  financially  qualified 
to  construct  and  operate  the  reactor  in 
accordance  with  the  regulations  contained 
in  Title  10,  Chapter  1,  CFR;  to  assume  finan¬ 
cial  responsibility  for  the  payment  of  Com¬ 
mission  charges  for  special  nuclear  material 
and  to  undertake  and  carry  out  the  proposed 
use  of  such  material  for  a  reasonable  period 
of  time. 

D.  North  American  is  technically  qualified 
to  design  and  construct  the  reactor. 

E.  North  American  has  submitted  suffi¬ 
cient  information  to  provide  reasonable  as¬ 
surance  that  the  reactor  can  be  constructed 
and  operated  at  the  proposed  location  with¬ 
out  undue  risk  to  the  health  and  safety  of 
the  public. 

F.  The  issuance  of  a  construction  permit 
to  North  American  will  not  be  inimical  to  the 
common  defense  and  security  or  to  the 
health  and  safety  of  the  public. 

Pursuant  to  the  At<»nic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  and  Title  10,  <3PR,  Chapter  1,  Part  50, 
“Licensing  of  Production  and  Utilization 
Facilities”,  the  Atomic  Ekiergy  Commission 
hereby  issues  a  construction  permit  to  North 
American  to  construct  the  reactor  as  a  utili¬ 
zation  facility.  This  permit  shall  be  deemed 
to  contain  and  be  subject  to  the  conditions 
specified  in  S§  50.54  and  50.55  of  said  regula¬ 
tions;  is  subject  to  all  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954  and  rules, 
regulations  an'd  orders  of  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  now  or  hereafter  in  effect;  and 
Is  subject  to  any  additional  conditions  speci¬ 
fied  or  incorporated  below: 


A.  Tlie  earliest  date  fcM*  the  completion  (tf .  . 
the  reactor  is  July  15.  1957.  The  latest  date 
for  completion  of  the  reactor  is  October  30, 
1957.  The  term  “completion  date”  as  used 
herein  means  the  date  on  which  construction 
of  the  reactor  is  completed  except  for  the 
introduction  of  the  fuel  material. 

B.  The  site  proposed  for  the  location  of 
the  reactor  is  the  location  in  Canoga  Park, 
California,  specified  in  the  application. 

C.  The  facility  authorized  for  construc¬ 
tion  is  a  homogeneous  solution-type  reactor 
utilizing  highly  enriched  uranyl  sulfate  as 
fuel  in  distilled  light  water  and  designed  to 
operate  at  a  power  level  of  five  watts,  as 
described  in  the  application. 

Upon  completion  (as  defined  in  Paragraph 
"A”  above)  of  the  construction  of  the  facility 
in  accordance  with  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  this  permit,  upon  the  filing  of  any  addi¬ 
tional  information  needed  to  bring  the  orig¬ 
inal  application  up  to  date,  and  upon  finding 
that  the  facility  auth^ized  has  been  con¬ 
structed  in  conformity  with  the  application 
as  amended  and  in  conformity  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  act  and  of  the  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  of  the  Commission,  and  in  the 
absence  of  any  good  cause  being  shown  to 
the  Commission  why  the  granting  of  a  license 
would  not  be  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  act,  the  Commission  will  issue 
a  Class  104  license  to  North  American  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  104c  of  the  act,  which  license 
shall  expire  twenty  (20)  years  after  the  date 
of  this  construction  permit. 

Date  of  issuance : 

For- the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Director, 

Division  of  Civilian  Application. 

Appendix  B 

MEMORANDUM 

Part  I — Location  and  description.  North 
American  Aviation,  Inc.,  has  filed  an  appli¬ 
cation  with  the  Commission  for  a  license 
to  construct  a  research  reactor,  to  be  known 
as  Model  L-47,  in  its  Vanowen  facility  at 
21600  Vanowen  Street,  Canoga  Park,  Cali¬ 
fornia.  The  reactor  site  is  within  the  cor- 
Ixtrate  city  limits  of  Los  Angeles,  approxi¬ 
mately  25  miles  from  the  downtown  Los 
Angeles  area.  It^s  in  the  western  end  of  the 
San  Fernando  Valley,  in  an  area  that  is  used 
primarily  lor  residential  and  farming 
purposes. 

The  specific  reactor  to  be  built  by  North 
American  is  for  the  purpose  of  demonstra¬ 
tion  and  experimentation.  The  reactor  is 
to  be  operated  and  demonstrated  as  a  proto¬ 
type,  for  sale  purposes.  The  experimenta¬ 
tion  is  intended  for  the  purpose  of  accurately 
establishing  reactor  characteristics  such  as 
operating  performance,  critical  mass,  neutron 
fluxes,  radiation  levels,  and  beam  strengths. 
Estimates  of  these  characteristics  have  been 
made,  but  the  experimentation  will  be  for 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  exact  values  and 
developing  additional  detailed  information. 

The  reactor  is  a  completely  self-contained 
unit  to  be  located  in  a  room  having  a  ventila¬ 
tion  system  separate  from  the  remainder 
of  the  laboratory. 

The  reactor  is  of  the  homogeneous  type 
designed  to  operate  at  a  power  level  of  5 
watts  with  a  maximum  thermal  neutron  flux 
of  10*  neutrons/cm^-sec.  in  the  core.  Be¬ 
cause  of  the  very  low  power  level,  no  cooling 
is  necessary  other  than  that  associated  with 
natural  air  and  water  convection  in  the  core 
and  shield.  The  fuel  is  to  be  enriched  (ap¬ 
proximately  93  per  cent)  uranyl  sulfate  dis¬ 
solved  in  distilled  water.  The  water  serves 
as  moderator.  The  over-all  temperature  co¬ 
efficient  of  reactivity  is  approximately  —0.025 
percent  per  degree  Centigrade  so  that  a  16* 
C.  temperature  rise  will  compensate  for  the 
full  0.4  percent  reactivity.  The  core  is  a 
stainless  steel  sphere  about  12  inches  in 
diameter,  containing  about  13  liters  of  solu- 
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tton.  The  critical  mass  Is  estimated  to  he 
from  1,000  to  1,600  grams  of  U-236.  A  throat 
on  the  top  of  the  sphere  permits  expulsion 
of  expanding  fuel  solution  Into  a  ci^  In  the 
event  of  a  major  power  excxirslon.  The  cap 
has  an  overflow  annulus,  with  two  small 
holes  for  drainage,  which  forms  a  temporary 
retention  volume  of  approximately  three 
liters  to  prevent  rapid  retxim  of  the  fuel 
solution  to  the  core  after  such  an  excursion. 

Ckmtalned  In  the  top  of  the  cap  is  a  cham¬ 
ber  for  recombination  of  stoichiometric  mix¬ 
tures  of  hydrogen  and  oxygen.  The  catalyst 
used  for  such  recombination  is  platinized 
alumina  pellets.  A  120-watt  resistance 
heater  resting  in  a  sleeve  within  the  cylin¬ 
drical  container  provides  a  means  of  drying 
the  pellets,  if  necessary,  and  permits  heating 
the  catalyst  at  startup  to  assiure  initiation  of 
the  recombination  reaction. 

The  core  vessel  is  surround^  by  six  inches 
of  lead,  which  serves  both  as  reflector  and 
primary  shield.  The  core  reflector  assembly 
is  located  near  the  center  of  a  steel  tank, 
eight  feet  in  diameter  and  eight  feet  high, 
which  holds  borated  water  that  serves  as  the 
secondary  shield.  The  core  vessel  is  the 
main  component  of  the  primary  enclosure, 
and  the  water  tank  forms  the  secondary 
enclosure. 

The  pressure  inside  the  core  is  maintained 
at  22  inches  of  mercury  below  atmospheric 
pressure.  This  is  done  for  three  reasons. 
First,  in  the  event  of  a  leak  the  flow  will 
be  into  the  primary  enclosure.  Second,  in 
the  event  of  a  power  surge  the  low  pressure 
in  the  core  vessel  causes  formation  of  large 
bubbles,  thereby  reducing  reactivity  by  dis¬ 
placing  fuel  solution.  Third,  low  pressure 
tends  to  reduce  the  possibility  of  explosive 
recombination  of  mixtures  of  hydrogen  and 
oxygen. 

A  one-fourth  inch  All  and  drain  line  con¬ 
nects  the  bottom  of  the  core  to  the  fuel  solu¬ 
tion  mixing  bowl  outside  the  borated-water 
tank.  A  branch  of  this  line  runs  to  the  out¬ 
side  of  the  water  tank  on  the  opposite  side 
near  the  base  where  it  is  capped.  Both 
branches  are  laid  along  the  base  of  the  tank 
to  facilitate  laying  of  lead  brick  shielding 
blocks  over  them  prior  to  removal  of  the 
water  in  the  tank  in  the  event  that  the 
branches  should  become  radioactive.  The 
mixing  bowl,  which  is  used  for  charging, 
sampling,  and  distilling  fuel  solution,  is 
sealed  vacuum-tight. 

Two  one-fqurth  inch  gas  lines  exit  from 
the  top  of  the  core  above  the  recombination 
chamber.  These  lines  provide  for  the  re¬ 
moval  of  active  volatile  products  from  the 
core.  The  lines  are  bent  in  the  primary 
shield  to  prevent  radiation  streaming.  As 
in  the  case  of  the  fuel  lines  the  gas  lines 
are  laid  along  the  base  of  <the  tank  and  exit 
from  the  tank  slightly  above  the  base.  A 
removable  cap  on  each  line  Just  outside  the 
tank  allows  access  for  experimental  purpose 
or  for  adjusting  gas  pressure  within  the  reac¬ 
tor.  Should  it  become  necessary  to  withdraw 
radioactive  gases  from  the  reactor  core,  it 
may  be  done  with  the  use  of  evacuated  cyl¬ 
inders.  This  technique  has  been  employed 
with  two  reactors  very  similar  to  the  L-47 — 
the  WBNS  and  KEWB — which  have  been 
operating  at  North  American,  Inc.,  for  some 
time. 

Each  of  the  fuel  and  gas  lines  has  two 
remote  control  valves  within  the  water  shield, 
one  adjacent  to  the  primary  shield  and  one 
Just  inside  the  outer  tank.  The  use  of  the 
two  valves  is  in  keeping  with  the  double 
enclosure  design  philosophy. 

The  reactor  has  one  control  rod  and  one 
safety  rod.  Both  of  these  rods  are  aluminum 
cylinders  wrai^d  with  cadmium  sheet  which 
pass  vertically  through  thimbles  in  the  core 
sphere  and  c^.  Each  rod  has  a  possible  ,10 
inches  of  travel,  corresponding  to  its  *10 
Inches  of  neutron  absorbing  length.  In  the 
fully  raised  position  the  rods  extend  through 
the  overflow  reservoir,  with  the  lower  ex¬ 


tremities  at  the  fhel-solntlon  leveL  Lead 
end  pieces  provide  continuity  of  the  shield¬ 
ing  when  the  rods  are  raised  during  oper¬ 
ation. 

Raising  and  lowering  of  the  rods  is  by 
flexible  cables  driven  by  electric  motors.  An 
electromagnet  attachment  between  rod  and 
cable  releases  the  rod  for  a  scram  shut-down. 
The  motors  driving  the  rods  are  under  man¬ 
ual  control  but  their  switches  are  interlocked 
so  that  although  both  rods  may  be  simul¬ 
taneously  inserted  only  one  can  be  with¬ 
drawn  at  a  time.  Each  rod  is  estimated  to 
control  1.8  percent  excess  reactivity  and  the 
rate  of  withdrawal  of  each  rod  corresponds 
to  an  average  rate  of  0.009  percent  reactivity 
addition  per  second. 

Reactor  control  is  based  on  information  re¬ 
ceived  from  two  separate  circuit  channels. 
The  two  channels  have  the  following  listed 
components: 

Channel  I.  1.  A  highly  enriched,  flxed  po¬ 
sition  flssion  chamber. 

2.  An  electronic  power  supply. 

3.  A  preamplifler-amplifler  combination 
capable  of  100,000  pulses  per  second. 

4.  A  log  count  rate  meter  with  a  range  of 
1  to  100,000  counts  per  second. 

5.  A  p>eriod  computer  with  a  range  of  at 
least  —50  to  -f5  seconds; 

6.  A  log  n  recorder  with  ±3  i>ercent 
accuracy.  ' 

Channel  II.  1.  A  BF,  fllled  pulse  chamber 
mounted  so  as  to  be  easily  moved  by  the 
cqierator  to  give  (in  conjunction  with  the 
associated  equipment)  the  following  full- 
scale  ranges: 

(a)  10  watts. 

(b)  2  watts. 

(c)  400  milliwatts. 

(d)  80  milliwatts. 

(e)  16  miUiwatts. 

(f)  3.2  milliwatts. 

(g)  0.64  milliwatt. 

2.  A  battery  power  supply. 

3.  A  pulse  amplifler  capable  of  handling 
20,000  covmts  per  minute  with  losses  not  to 
exceed  5  percent. 

4.  A  linear  count  rate  computer  with  20,000 
counts  per  minute  at  full  scale. 

5.  An  Indicating  count  rate  meter  with 
±3  percent  accuracy. 

The  reactor  safety  instrumentation  will 
be  designed  to  scram  the  reactor  and  pre¬ 
vent  startup  if  any  of  the  following  condi¬ 
tions  exist: 

1.  A-C  power  not  on. 

2.  Key  switch  on  the  control  console  not  on. 

3.  Manual  scram  button  pressed. 

4.  High-level  count  rate  on  either  channel 
(100,000  counts  per  sec.  on  Channel  I  and 
approximately  20,000  counts  per  minute  on 
Channel  II). 

5.  Low-level  count  rate  on  Channel  II  (20 
counts  per  sec.). 

6.  Too  short  a  period  on  Channel  II  (5 
sec.  or  less). 

7.  High  reactor  gas  pressure  (8  inches  or 
more  of  mercury,  absolute). 

8.  Low  water  level  in  the  shield  tank  (1 
inch  or  more  below  normal  level) . 

9.  Earthquake  (greater  than  magnitude 
four  on  the  Richter  scale) . 

Experimental  facilities  consist  of  one  cen¬ 
tral  exposure  tube  with  an  inner  diameter  of 
1.18  Inches  and  four  avixiliary  tubes  each 
with  an  inner  diameter  of  0.37  inch.  Each 
exposure  facility  contains  a  stainless  steel 
primary  enclosure  tube  which  is  welded  to 
the  core  vessel  and  mold.  A  similar  second¬ 
ary  enclosure  tube  traverses’  the  diameter  of 
the  water  tank  and  is  welded  to  the  tank. 
The  secondary  enclosure  tubes  may  be  ex¬ 
posed  to  the  atmosphere  by  removing  a  lock 
and  cover  plate.  All  flve  exposxire  tubes  may 
be  used  as  pneumatic  transfer  facilities. 

A  neutron  beam  tube  and  a  gamma-ray 
beam  tube,  each  3.07  inches  in  diameter,  ex¬ 
tend  through  the  water  tank  to  the  outer 
edge  of  the  core  assembly.  Coaxial  with 
the  gamma-ray  tube  is  a  1  inch  diameter  lead 
insert  extending  completely  through  the  re¬ 


flector  which  may  be  removed  to  achieve 
maximum  beam  intensity.  NomiiMl  values 
for  neutron  currents  out  of  the  beam  tubes 
are  5  x  10”  thermal  neutrons/cm”-Bec.  and 
5x1^  fast  neutron8/cm*-see.  Nominal  value 
for  current  out  of  the  gamma  ray  beam  tube 
is  10*  gammas/ cm*-sec. 

Part  II— safety  evaluation.  The  L-47  reac¬ 
tor  will  operate  at  a  very  low  power  level 
(5  watts).  For  this  reason  the  buildup  of 
radioactive  materials  will  not  be  extremely 
dangerous  from  the  radioactivity  standpoint 
even  ^If  the  barriers  are  lost.  Neither  high 
temperatures  nor  radical  temperature  fluc¬ 
tuations  will  exist.  A  negative  temperature 
coefficient  of  reactivity  of  about  0.025  percent 
per  degree  Centigrade,  in  addition  to  the 
various  safety  circuits,  prevents  excessive 
temperature  rise.  Since  this  is  a  homogene¬ 
ous,  solution-type  reactor,  the  temperature 
coefficient  will  be  “prompt*'. 

In  the  event  the  control  and  safety  rods  do 
not  fiinctlon  properly,  so  that  the  excess 
reactivity  is  not  controlled  by  the  rods,  sev¬ 
eral  factors  still  act  to  control  the  reactor 
sufficiently  to  prevent  a  serious  excursion. 
Assuming  a  starting  core  temperature  of 
20*  C.  and  the  maximum  value  of  excess 
reactivity  (0.4  percent),  the  negative  tem¬ 
perature  coefficient  of  reactivity  would  al¬ 
low  a  temperatture  increase  to  only  36*  C., 
assuming  good  mixing.  A  higher  localized  ' 
temperature  (e.  g.,  in  the  center)  could 
result  from  a  sudden  power  surge.  How¬ 
ever,  the  low  pressme  (8  inches  of  merctuy 
absolute)  within  the  core  results  in  boiling 
at  approximately  65*  C.  This  boiling,  and 
the  evolution  of  radiolytic  gases  (Ht  and  Oa) 
would  further  act  to  decrease  the  magnitude 
of  a  nuclear  excursion.  In  addition,  the  low 
initial  core  pressure  and  the  presence  of  a 
gas  recombination  sjrstem  miuimizM  the 
magnitude  of  a  potential  explosion  of  hydro¬ 
gen  and  oxyg^en  dvurlng  an  excursion.  The 
overflow  cap  provided  above  the  reactor  core 
reduces  any  expansion  pressures  accompany¬ 
ing  an  excursion.  This  retention  volume 
(about  3  liters)  <with  only  two  small  holes  for 
drainage  back  into  the  core  sphere,  prevents 
any  immediate  return  of  reactivity  after  solu¬ 
tion  is  thrown  out  of  the  core  sphere  into  the 
overflow  cap.  Becaxise  of  the  low  excess  re¬ 
activity  (0.4  percent  maximum)  it  is  not 
considered  possible  that  any  excursion  could 
be  violent  enough  to  expel  fuel  solution  from 
the  reactor  core.  The  provision  for  over¬ 
flow  from  the  core  is  intended  as  an  added 
safety  factor. 

In  the  event  of  an  extreme  power  excur¬ 
sion  or  hydrogen -oxygen  explosion  the 
strength  of  the  core  vessel  would  serve  to 
contain  the  explosion.  The  core  vessel  and 
cap  are  designed  to  withstand  an  internal 
pressure  of  300  psi.,  according  to  the  ASME. 
boiler  code.  Further,  the  six  inches  of  lead 
surrounding  the  core  vessel  would  serve  to 
absorb  energy  from  an  explosion  and  the 
water  tank  acts  as  an  additional  barrier  to 
dissipate  shock  energy. 

The  six  Inches  of  lead  around  the  reactor 
core,  because  of  its  reflector  action  on  the 
neutrons,  also  p>ermits  only  a  negligible  nu¬ 
clear  effect  on  the  reactor  as  a  result  of 
density  changes  or  other  perturbations  in  ^ 
the  secondary  water  shield. 

Beam  ports,  control  rod  channels,  and  ir¬ 
radiation  ports  in  the  L-47  are  all  double 
walled  tubes.  The  radioactive  gas  and  fuel 
handling  systems,  with  the  double  valve 
system  described,  are  also  double  enclosed. 
Thus  two  simultaneous  fractures  or  weld  fail¬ 
ures  are  necessary  to  allow  radioactivity  to 
escape  outside  the  reactor  shield.  Shield 
water  level  and  core  pressure  scram  inter¬ 
locks  will  detect  failure  of  'either  enclosure. 

The  ai^licant  calculates  that  the  maxl- 
miun  operation  dose  rate  at  5  watts  power 
level  at  the  shield  tank  surface  is  7  mrem/hr. 
and  the  radiation  level  at  the  wall  of  the 
adjoining  room  is  1.6  mr/hr.  We  note  that 
these  levels  are  such  that  the  limits  set  out 
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In  10  CPR  ao.  “Standards  tot  Protection 
Against  Radiation”  are  not  likely  to  be 
exceeded. 

With  respect  to  possible  reactor  malfunc¬ 
tion  the  applicant  postulates  the  mazlmxun 
credible  accident  as  a  simultaneous  rupture 
of  the  core  vessel  and  shield  tank  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  an  external  caxise  such  as  a  falling 
aircraft.  In  that  event  a  maximum  of  4 
curies  of  gaseous  fission  products  would  be 
released  to  the  atmosphere  based  on  infinite 
5  watt  operation.  Assuming  a  wind  speed 
of  two  meters  per  second  the  maximum 
dosage  to  any  individual  downwind  on  the 
nearest  perimeter  of  the  facility  would  be 
0.6  millirem. 

We  conciur  in  the  above  conclusion  of  the 
applicant,  and  note  that  even  in  the  extreme 
case  postulated,  a  ckse  which  we  are  willing 
to  assvune  for  discussion  purposes  but  which 
we  do  not  consider  credible,  radiation  dosages 
in  excess  of  those  permissible  under  10  CFR 
20  wovUd  not  be  imposed  on  persons  out¬ 
side  the  reactor  room. 

The  principal  safety  features  of  this  reac¬ 
tor  eu'e: 

1.  Low  power  level  (5  watts)  and  hence 
low  fission  product  inventory. 

2.  Prompt  negative  temperature  coefficient 
(—2.5  X  10-*  percent  per  C.). 

3.  Low  excess  reactivity  (0.4  percent) . 

4.  Low  operating  pressure  in  the  core  (8 
Inches  of  mercury  absolute) . 

5.  Oas  recombiner  which  minimizes  pos¬ 
sible  hydrogen-oxygen  explosion. 

6.  Complete  double  enclosure  of  fuel  and 
fission  products. 

7.  Acceptable  hazards  relative  to  possible 
reactor  accidents. 

Part  III — technical  qualifications.  The 
education,  training,  and  experience  of  the 
personnel  responsible  for  the  design  and  op¬ 
eration  of  the  facility  ere  considered  ade¬ 
quate  to  Insure  safe  operation. 

Part  IV — financial  qualifications.  Current 
assets  of  North  American  Inc.,  at  September 
30,  1956,  were  $350  million  while  current 
liabilities  were  $238  million,  equivalent  to  a 
current  ratio  of  1.5  to  1.  Net  sales  increased 
from  $315.2  miUion  in  1952  to  $913.9  mUlion 
In  1956.  At  the  same  time  net  income  after 
taxes  increased  from  $7.8  million  in  1952  to 
$28.7  million  in  1956. 

Part  V — conclusions.  Based  upon  the 

above  considerations,  it  is  coifbluded  that: 

(a)  There  is  sufficient  information  to  pro¬ 
vide  reasonable  assurance  that  the  facility 
can  be  constructed  and  operated  at  the  pro¬ 
posed  site  without  undue  risk  to  the  health 
and  safety  of  the  public. 

(b)  The  'applicant  is  technically  and 
financially  qualified  to  engage  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  activities. 

Dated  at  Washington.  D.  C..  this  11th  day 
of  July  1957. 

V  For  the  Division  of  Civilian  Application. 

H.  L.  Price, 
Director. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  57-5788;  Filed,  July  16,  1957; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


(Docket  Noe.  F-44,  50-56] 

Aerojet -General  Nucleonics  and 
Aerojet-General  Corf. 

NOTICE  OF  ISSUANCE  OF  LICENSES 

In  the  matter  of  Aerojet-CJeneral  Nu¬ 
cleonics,  Docket  F-44;  Aerojet-General 
Corporation,  Docket  50-56. 

Please  tab^  notice  that  no  petitions  to 
Intervene  having  been  filed  following  the 
publication  of  notice  of  the  proposed  ac¬ 
tions  in  the  Federal  Register  on  June  19, 
1957,  22  F.  R.  4329,  the  Atomic  Energy 


Commission  has  issued  (1)  Licenses  R-13 
and  R-14  authorizing  Aerojet-General 
Nucleonics  to  possess,  operate,  and  trans¬ 
fer  to  any  authorized  person  two  100- 
milliwatt  nuclear  reactors  designated  by 
AGN  as  Serial  Numbers  106  and  108  and 
(2)  Licenses  R-15  and  R-16  authorizing 
Aerojet-General  Nucleonics’  parent  com¬ 
pany,  Aerojet-General  Corporation,  to 
acquire  and  further  transfer  to  any  au¬ 
thorized  person  title  to  the  reactors. 

Dated  at  Washington.  D.  C.,  this  11th 
day  of  July  1957. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

H.  L  Price, 
Director, 

Division  of  Civilian  Application. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-5798;  Piled.  July  16,  1957; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


[Docket  50-32] 

Aerojet-General  Nucleonics 

NOTICE  OF  ISSUANCE  OF  AMENDMENT  TO 
LICENSE 

Please  take  notice  that  no  petitions  to 
intervene  having  been  filed  following  the 
publication  of  notice  of  the  proposed 
action  in  the  Federal  Register  on  June 
19, 1957,  22  F.  R.  4327,  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  has  amended  License  R-10 
to  permit  Aerojet-General  Nucleonics  to 
operate  the  reactor  which  is  the  subject 
thereof  at  a  power  level  not  in  excess  of 
5  watts.  License  R-10  had  authorized 
the  reactor’s  operation  at  a  power  level 
not  in  excess  of  100  milliwatts. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  11th 
day  of  July  1957. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

H.  L.  Price, 

Director, 

Division  of  Civilian  Application. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-5790;  Piled,  July  16,  1957; 
8:49  a.  m.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  12008;  PCC  57M-676] 

Noble-de  Kalb  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc. 

(WKTL) 

ORDER  continuing  HEARING 

In  re  application  of  Noble-de  Kalk 
Broadcasting  Company,  Inc.  (WKTL), 
Kendallville,  Indiana,  Docket  No.  12008, 
Pile  No.  BP-10883;  for  construction 
permit. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  a  petition  entitled  “Peti¬ 
tion  to  Postpone  Resumption  of  Hearing” 
filed  by  Miami  County  Broadcasting 
Company,  Inc.  on  July  10, 1957 ; 

It  appearing  that  a  prehearing  confer¬ 
ence  was  held  on  June  24,  1957,  at  which 
time  it  was  ordered  that  the  parties  would 
exchange  certain  measurement  data  on 
July  15,  and  that  the  hearing  would  com¬ 
mence  on  July  29, 1957 ;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  petitioner 
has  measurement  data  which  appears 
likely  to  remove  the  question  of  interfer¬ 
ence  involved  in  this  proceeding  but  that 


the  preparation  of  such  data  for  ex¬ 
change  cannot  be  completed  by  July  15; 
and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  appli¬ 
cant  and  the  Broadcast  Bureau  have 
agreed  to  the  granting  of  this  petition 
and  to  a  waiver  of  the  four-day  rule; 

It  is  ordered.  This  11th  day  of  July, 
1957,  that  the  petition  of  Miami  County 
Broadcasting  Company,  Inc.  is  granted; 
that  the  date  for  exchange  of  measure¬ 
ment  data  is  continued  from  July  15  to 
August  30;  and  the  date  of  hearing  is 
continued  from  July  29,  to  September  19, 
1957. 

Federal  Communications 

CoBnassiON, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-5793;  Piled,  July  16,  1957; 
8:60  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  12025;  TCC  57M-674] 
Joseph  E.  Young  (BLACT) 
order  continuing  hearing  conference 

In  re  application  of  Joseph  E.  Young, 
(KACT),  Andrews,  Texas,  Docket  No. 
12025,  File  No.  BP-10910;  for  construc¬ 
tion  permit. 

On  July  9, 1957,  the  Hearing  Examiner 
received  a  lengthy  telegram  from  the 
applicant  in  the  above-entitled  matter 
in  response  to  the  "Order  Following  Pre- 
hearing  Conference”  of  July  2,  1957. 
The  telegram,  in  part,  indicated  that  a 
hearing  in  the  matter  might  not  be 
necessary.  The  Hearing  Examiner  has 
been  advised  by  counsel  for  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Broadcast  Bureau  that  the  ap¬ 
plicant  has  informed  the  Bureau  by  tele¬ 
phone  that  he  will  shortly  file  a  petition 
to  dismiss  the  proceeding  and  ask  that 
the  Commission  return  the  application 
to  the  processing  line.  Counsel  for  the 
Broadcast  Bureau  has  concurred  in¬ 
formally  with  the  Hearing  Examiner 
that  a  further  prehearing  conference  at 
this  time  would  serve  no  useful  purpose. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  This  11th 
day  of  July  1957,  that  the  prehearing 
conference  heretofore  scheduled  for 
July  12,  1957,  is  continued  without  date. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  67-5794;  Piled,  July  16,  1957; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  12096,  12096;  PCC  67-746] 
Wayne  M.  Nelson  and  Fred  H.  Whitley 

ORDER  designating  APPLICATIONS  FOR  CON¬ 
SOLIDATED  HEARING  ON  STATED  ISSUES 

In  re  applications  of  Wayne  M.  Nelson, 
Concord,  North  Carolina,  Docket  No. 
12095,  File  No.  BP-10936;  Fred  H.  Whit¬ 
ley,  Dallas,  North  Carolina,  Docket  No. 
12096,  File  No.  BP-10987;  for  construc¬ 
tion  permits. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  11th  day  of 
July  1957; 
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The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  above-captioned  applica¬ 
tions  of  Wayne  M.  Nelson  and  Fred  H. 
Whitley,  each  for  a  construction  permit 
for  a  new  standard  broadcast  station  to 
operate  on  960  kilocycles  with  powers  of 
500  watts  and  one  kilowatt,  respectively, 
at  Concord  and  Dallas,  North  Carolina, 
respectively; 

It  appearing  that  both  applicants  are 
legally,  technically,  financially  and 
otherwise  qualified,  except  as  may  ap¬ 
pear  from  the  issues  specified  below,  to 
operate  their  proposed  stations,  but  that 
the  operation  of  both  stations  as  pro¬ 
posed  would  result  in  mutually  destruc¬ 
tive  interference;  that  the  Cabarrus 
Broadcasting  Company,  licensee  of  Sta¬ 
tion  WEGO,  Concord,  North  Carolina, 
by  pleading  filed  March  4,  1957,  and  by 
letter  dated  March  30,  1957,  has  alleged, 
inter  alia,  that  a  grant  of  the  application 
of  Wayne  M.  Nelson  would  be  in  contra¬ 
vention  of  §  3.35  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  on  multiple  ownership  in  view  of 
the  overlap  of  his  proposed  service  area 
with  the  service  area  of  Station  WHIP, 
Mooresville,  North  Carolina,  of  which 
Nelson  is  licensee;  and  that  the  proposed 
operation  of  Fred  H.  Whitley  would  be 
involved  in  objectionable  interference 
with  Station  WSPA,  Spartanburg,  South 
Carolina  (950kc,  5kw,  DA-N,  U) ;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  pureuant  to 
section  309  (b)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the  subject  ap¬ 
plicants  were  advised  by  letter  dated 
May  13,  1957,  of  the  aforementioned  in¬ 
terference  and  allegation  and  that  the 
Commission  was  unable  to  conclude  that 
a  grant  of  either  application  would  be 
in  the  public  interest;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  a  timely  re¬ 
ply  was  filed  by  each  of  the  applicants; 
and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  licensee 
of  Station  WSPA  opposed  a  grant  of  the 
application  of  Fred  H.  Whitley  by  letter 
dated  April  1,  1957;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  Com¬ 
mission,  after  consideration  of  the  above, 
is  of  the  opinion  that  a  hearing  is  neces¬ 
sary; 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  section 
309  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  said  applications 
are  designated  for  hearing  in  a  con¬ 
solidated  proceeding,  at  a  time  and  place 
to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent  order, 
upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  which  would  receive  primary 
service  from  each  of  the  proposed  op¬ 
erations  and  the  availability  of  other 
primary  service  to  such  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations. 

2.  To  determine  whether  a  grant  of 
the  application  of  Wasme  M.  Nelson 
would  be  in  contravention  of  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  §  3.35  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
on  multiple  ownership. 

3.  To  determine  whether  the  proposed 
operation  of  Fred  H.  Whitley  would  be 
involved  in  objectionable  interference 
with  Station  WSPA,  Spartanburg,  South 
Carolina,  or  any  other  existing  standard 
broadcast  stations,  and,  if  so,  the  nature 
and  extent  thereof,  the  areas  and  popu-' 
lations  affected  thereby,  and  the  availa¬ 


bility  of  other  primary  service  to  such 
areas  and  populations. 

4.  To  determine  in  the  light  of  section 
307  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  which  of  the  opera¬ 
tions  proposed  in  the  above-captioned 
applications  would  better  provide  a  fair, 
efBcient  and  suitable  distribution  of 
radio  service. 

5.  To  determine  in  the  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  foregoing 
issues  which  of  the  applications  should 
be  granted. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Cabar¬ 
rus  Broadcasting  Company  and  The 
Spartan  Radiocasting  Company,  licen¬ 
sees  of  Stations  WEGO  and  WSPA,  re¬ 
spectively,  are  made  I)arties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  and  parties  re¬ 
spondent  herein,  pursuant  to  §  1.387  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  in  person  or  by 
attorney,  shall  within  20  days  of  the 
mailing  of  this  order.'file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission,  in  triplicate,  a  written  appear¬ 
ance  stating  an  intention  to  appear  on 
the  date  fixed  for  the  hearing  and  pre¬ 
sent  evidence  on  the  issues  specified  in 
this  order. 

Released:  July  12, 1957. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-5795;  Piled.  July  16,  1957; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  12097;  PCC  57-747) 
Jackson  Coxtntt  Broadcasting  Co. 

ORDER  DESIGNATING  APPLICATION  FOR 
HEARING  ON  STATED  ISSUES 

In  re  application  of  Nathan  L.  Goetz. 
Robert  Goetz  and  Merlin  J.  Meythaler 
d/b  as  Jackson  County  Broadcasting 
Company,  Maquoketa,  Iowa,  Docket  No. 
12097,  File  No.  BP-10882;  for  construc¬ 
tion  permit. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  11th  day  of 
July  1957; 

•The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  above-captioned  applica¬ 
tion  of  Nathan  L.  Goetz,  Robert  Goetz 
and  Merlin  J.  Meirthaler  d/b  as  Jackson 
County  Broadcasting  Company  for  a 
construction  permit  for  a  new  standard 
broadcast  station  to  operate  on  1320  kilo¬ 
cycles  with  a  power  of  500  watts,  daytime 
only,  at  Maquoketa,  Iowa; 

It  appearing  that  the  applicant  is 
legally,  technically,  financially  and 
otherwise  qualified,  except  as  may  ap¬ 
pear  from  the  issues  specified  below,  to 
operate  the  proposed  station,  but  that 
the  proposed  operation  and  the  operation 
propos^  by  Parks  Robinson  (whose  ap¬ 
plication,  File  No.  BP-11060,  requests  a 
construction  permit  for  a  new  standard 
broadcast  station  to  operate  on  the  same 
frequency  with  the  same  power  at 
Viroqua,  Wisconsin)  would  result  in 


mutual  interference;  that  Parks  Robin¬ 
son  has  agreed  to  accept  the  interference  \ 
which  would  be  caused  to  his  proposal; 
and  that  the  proposed  operation  would 
cause  objectionable  interference  to  Sta¬ 
tion  KROS,  Clinton,  Iowa  (1340kc,  250w, 

U) ;  and 

It  further  appearing  that,  pursuant  to 
section  309  (b)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the  subject 
applicant  was  advised  by  letter  dated 
April  9,  1957,  of  the  aforementioned  in¬ 
terference  and  that  the  Commission  was 
unable  to  conclude  that  a  grant  of  the 
application  would  be  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  a  timely  re¬ 
ply  to  the  Commission’s'  letter  was  filed 
by  the  applicant  and  that  by  letter  of 
June  18,  1957,  the  applicant  agreed  to 
accept  the  interference  which  would 
be  caused  by  the  proposal  of  Parks 
Robinson;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  licensee 
of  Station  KROS  requested  that  the  sub¬ 
ject  application  be  designated  for  hear¬ 
ing,  by  letter  of  April  17,  1957;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  Com¬ 
mission,  after  consideration  of  the  above, 
is  of  the  opinion  that  a  hearing  is 
necessary; 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  309  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  the  said  applica¬ 
tion  is  designated  for  hearing,  at  a  time 
and  place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
order,  upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  which  would  receive  primary 
service  from  the  proposed  operation  and 
the  availability  of  other  primary  service 
to  such  areas  and  populations. 

2.  To  determine  whether  the  proposed 
operation  would  cause  objectionable  in. 
terference  to  Station  KROS,  Clinton, 
Iowa,  or  any  other  existing  standard 
broadcast  stations,  and.  if  so.  the  nature 
and  extent  thereof,  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  affected  thereby,  and  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  other  primary  service  to  such 
areas  and  populations. 

3.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  if  a  grant  of  the  subject 
application  would  serve  the  public 
interest. 

It  is  further  ordered.  'That  the  Clinton 
Broadcasting  Corporation,  licensee  of 
Station  KROS,  is  made  a  party  to  the 
proceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicant  and  party  respond¬ 
ent  herein,  pursuant  to  §  1.387  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  in  person  or  by  at¬ 
torney,  shall  within  20  days  of  the  mail¬ 
ing  of  this  order,  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  in  triplicate,  a  written  appearance 
stating  an  intention  to  appear  on  the 
date  fixed  for  the  hearing  and  present 
evidence  on  the  issues  specified  in  this 
order.  — 

It  is  further  ordered.  That.  In  the  event 
of  a  grant  of  the  subject tipplication.  said 
grant  shall  be  upon  condition  that  the 
permittee  accept  any  interference  that 
may  result  in  the  event  of  a  grant  of  the 
application  of  Parks  Robinson,  File  No. 
BP-11060,  for  a  new  station  to  operate  in 
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Woqaa,  Wisconsin,  (m  1320  kc.  with  500 
watts  power,  daytime  only. 

Released:  July  12.  1057. 

PtontAL  ComnrincATioifS 
ComassioH, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  67-67M:  Piled,  Jvily  16,  1957; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  8613] 

Suspended  Passenger  Fare  Increase  Case 

NOTICE  OF  ORAL  ARGUMENT 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act 
of  1938,  as  amended,  that  oral  argument 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  is  as¬ 
signed  to  be  held  on  July  31,  1057,  at 
10:00  a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t.,  in  Room  5042,. Com¬ 
merce  Building,  CoELstitution  Avenue,  be¬ 
tween  14th  and  15th  Streets  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.,  before  the  Board. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  July  12, 
1957. 

[seal]  Francis  W.  Brown, 

Chief  Examiner. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-5825:  PUed,  July  16.  1957; 
8:56  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nob.  0-12604,  0-12605] 

Ben  L.  Beall  et  al. 

NOTICE  OP  APPUCATKMfS  AND  DATE  OF 
HEARING 

July  10,  1957. 

In  the  matters  of  Ben  L.  Beall,  et  al.. 
Docket  No.  G-12604;  J.  W.  Cunningham, 
et  al..  Docket  No.  G-12605. 

Take  notice  that  Ben  L.  Beall  (Beall) , 
et  aL,  and  J.  W.  Cunningham  (Cunning¬ 
ham)  ,  et  al.,  independent  producers,  filed 
separate  ai^ilications  on  May  20, 1957  in 
Docket  Nos.  G-12604  and  0-12605,  re¬ 
spectively,  for  authority  to  abandon  and 
render  service  pursuant  to  section  7  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  as  hereinafter  de¬ 
scribed.  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission,  all  as  more  fully  repre¬ 
sented  in  the  respective  applications 
which  are  on  file  ydth  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Beall,  et  aL,  in  their  application  in 
Docket  No.  0-12604  seeks  permission  and 
approval  to  abandon  natural  gas  service 
to  Hope  Natural  Gas  Company  (Hope) 
from  acreage  located  in  the  Murphy  Dis¬ 
trict.  Ritchie  County,  West  Virginia,  be¬ 
ing  rendered  pursuant  to  a  contract 
dated  June  19,  1923,  which  service  was 
previously  authorized  in  Docket  No.  O- 
5406. 

Cunningham,  et  al.,  in  their  applica¬ 
tion  in  Docket  No.  G-12605  seek  author¬ 
ity  to  continue  the  service  to  Hope  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  abandoned  by  Beall,  et  al. 

The  {4>Plications  state  that  by  instru¬ 
ment  dated  August  27,  1956,  Cunning¬ 
ham.  et  al.,  acquired  the  interests  of 
Beall,  et  al.,  in  the  acreage  dedicated 
tmder  the  aforementioned  contract  with 
Hope. 


These  related  matters  should  be  heard 
on  a  consolidated  record  and  disposed 
of  as  promptly  as  i>ossible  imder  the  ap¬ 
plicable  rules  and  regulations  and  to 
that  end: 

Take  fiuther  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act.  and 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on 
August  7, 1957,  at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t..  in 
a  hearing  room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.,  concerning  the  matters  in¬ 
volved  in  and  the  issues  presented  by 
such  applications:  Provided,  however. 
That  the  Commission  may,  after  a  non- 
contested  hearing,  dispose  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
§  1.30  (c)  (1)  or  (2)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure.  Under 
the  procedure  herein  provided  for,  un¬ 
less  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be  un¬ 
necessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  be¬ 
fore  July  29,  1957.  Failure  of  any  party 
to  appear  at  and  participate  in  the  hear¬ 
ing  shall  be  construed  as  waiver  of  and 
concurrence  in  omission  herein  of  the 
intermediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where,  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

[SEAL]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

(P.  R.  Doc.  67-5773;  Piled,  Jxily  16,  1957; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nob.  G-12734.  0-12753  ] 

Sherman  Nelson  and  Texas  Illinois 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co. 

notice  or  APPLICATIONS  AND  DATE  OF 
HEARING 

July  11, 1957. 

In  the  matters  of  Sherman  Nelson, 
Docket  No.  G-12734;  Texas  Illinois  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  Docket  No. 
G-12753. 

Take  notice  that  Texas  Illinois  Natural 
Gas  Pipeline  Company  (Texas  Illinois), 
a  Delaware  corporation,  with  its  prin¬ 
cipal  place  of  business  in  Chicago.  Illi¬ 
nois.  filed  an  application  on  June  17, 
1957,  for  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  nece^ity  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  authoriz¬ 
ing  the  construction  and  operation  of  a 
tap  at  a  point  on  its  existing  20-inch 
Haggist  lateral  in  Duval  Coimty.  Texas, 
in  order  to  purchase  and  receive  natural 
gas  produced  by  Sherman  Nelson,  all  as 
more  fully  represented  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  in  Docket  No.  G-12753,  which  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Sherman  Nelson  (Nelson),  an  inde¬ 
pendent  producer,  filed  an  application 
on  June  14, 1957.  for  a  certificate  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity,  pursuant 
to  section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  sale  of  natural  gas  in  inter¬ 


state  commerce  to  Texas  Illinois  for  re¬ 
sale  from  the  Juan  R.  Lopez  No.  1  Gas 
Well  located  in  the  Ybanez  Held,  Duval 
County,  Texas,  all  as  more  fully  repre¬ 
sented  in  the  application  in  Docket  No. 
G-12734,  which  is  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

These  related  matters  should  be  heard 
on  a  consolidated  record  and  disposed 
as  promptly  as  possible  imder  the  ap¬ 
plicable  rules  and  regulations  and  to  that 
end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the 
Commission’s  vules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on  August 
7,  1957,  at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t.,  in  a 
Hearing  Room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.,  concerning  the  matters 
involv^  in  and  the  issues  presented  by 
such  applications:  Provided,  however, 
That  the  Commission  may,  after  a  non- 
contested  hearing,  dispose  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
§  1.30  (c)  (1)  or  (2)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure.  Under 
the  procedure  herein  provided  for,  unless 
otherwise  advised,  it  will  be  unnecessary 
for  Applicants  to  appear  or  be  repre¬ 
sented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  July 
31, 1957.  Failure  of  any  party  to  appear 
at  and  participate  in  the  hearing  shall 
be  construed  as  waiver  of  and  concur¬ 
rence  in  omission  herein  of  the  interme¬ 
diate  decision  procedure  in  cases  where 
a  request  therefor  is  made. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  67-5797;  Piled.  July  16,  1957; 

8:51  a.  zn.] 


[Docket  No.  G-12272] 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  application  AND  DATE  OF 
HEARING 

July  11, 1957. 

Take  notice  that  El  Paso  Natural  Gas 
Company  (Applicant),  a  Delaware  cor¬ 
poration  with  its  principal  place  of  busi¬ 
ness  in  El  Paso,  Texas,  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  on  March  22,  1957,  for  permission 
and  approval  to  abandon  certain  natural 
gas  facilities  and  for  a  certificate  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity,  pursuant 
to  section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  construction  and  operation 
and  modification  of  certain  facilities,  as 
hereinafter  described,  subject  to  the  ju¬ 
risdiction  of  the  Commission,  all  as  more 
fully  represented  in  the  application, 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  seeks  authori^tion  for: 

(1)  Abandonment  and  salvage  of  the 
Sweetie  Peck  Gasoline  Plant,  purifica¬ 
tion  and  dehydration  plant  facilities,  plus 
one  of  the  two  880  horsepower  corapres- 
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sors  in  the  Sweetie  Peck  Compressor 
Station,  all  in  Upton  Coimty,  Texas; 

(2)  The  construction  and  operation  of 
approximately  5  miles  of  4^ -inch  O.  D. 
pipeline  extending  from  a  point  of  con¬ 
nection  with  Applicant's  existing  Sweetie 
Peck  Plant  to  a  point  of  connection  with 
the  Magnolia  Petroleum  Company’s 
Pegasus  Gasoline  Plant,  all  -in  Upton 
County;  and 

(3)  The  modification  of  the  remain¬ 
ing  880  horsepower  compressor  at  Sweetie 
Peck  to  transmit  casinghead  gas  through 
the  proposed  five-mile  pipeline  to  Mag¬ 
nolia’s  Pegasus  Plant. 

Applicant  states  that  the  Sweetie  Peck 
Plant  was  built  as  a  small  portion  of  a 
major  project  authorized  in  Docket  No. 
G-1629  and  began  operation  in  May  1952. 
The  plant  was  designed  to  have  a  capac¬ 
ity  of  15,000  Mcf  daily.  During  1952  only 
8,560  Mcf  daily  were  treated  in  the  plant. 
By  1956,  inlet  volumes  were  down  to  3,040 
Mcf  daily  indicating  that  production  was 
only  about  35  percent  of  what  it  was 
originally.  Since  the  Sweetie  Peck  Plant 
is  now  much  larger  than  necessary,  proc¬ 
essing  cost  per  Mcf  of  gas  is  more  than 
double  that  of  Applicant’s  company¬ 
wide  average  casinghead  gas  processing 
cost.  « 

Under  the  present  proposal,  after  the 
plant  is  dismantled,  casinghead  gas  from 
the  Sweetie  Peck  area  will  be  processed 
with  Pegasus  area  gas  in  Magnolia’s 
Pegasus  Plant  which  has  excess  capacity. 

Magnolia  presently  processes  other  gas 
produced  in  the  Pegasus  area  for  El  Paso 
and  it  will  add  the  Sweetie  Peck  gas  to 
that  now  processed. 

Applicant  states  that  it 'will  receive 
approximately  the  same  volumes  of  resi¬ 
due  gas  from  the  Sweetie  Peck  produc¬ 
tion  as  it  would  receive  if  it  used  the 
existing  Sweetie  Peck  processing  facili¬ 
ties. 

In  return  for  its  services.  Magnolia 
will  retain  50  percent  of  the  liquids  re¬ 
covered  from  processing  the  Sweetie 
Peck  gas  and  has  the  right  to  purchase 
from  El  Paso  the-  remaining  50  percent 
of  the  liquids  at  prices  set  forth  in  the 
agreement  between  the  two  parties  dated 
January  30,  1957.  By  letter  agreement 
dated  December  30,  1956,  El  Paso  may 
buy  back  from  Magnolia  50  percent  of 
the  liquids  upon  giving  Magnolia  six 
months  notice  of  its  intention  to  do  so. 

The  facilities  to  be  retired  actually 
cost  $486,467.  Applicant  will  spend  $46,- 
700  to  remove  and  repair  them.  The  dif¬ 
ference  between  the  two  figures  gives 
Applicant  a  “Salvage  Credit’’  of  $439,767. 

’The  remodeling  of.  the  single  880 
horsepower  compressor  facility  is  esti¬ 
mated  to  cost  an  estimated  $46,000,  and 
the  proposed  five-mile  4  *4 -inch  O.  D. 
pipeline  to  Pegasus  is  estimated  to  cost 
$33,000.  Communications  and  contin¬ 
gencies  are  expected  to  bring  the  -total 
cost  for  new  facilities  to  $96,000.  Ap¬ 
plicant  will  finance  the  proposal  from 
funds  on  hand.  The  retired  facilities 
will  be  used  in  future  construction. 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and 
to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 


to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on  August 
7. 1957  at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t.,  in  a  hear¬ 
ing  room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C.,  concerning  the  matters  involved 
in  and  the  issues  presented  by  such  ap¬ 
plication:  Provided,  however,  ’That  the 
Commission  may,  after  a  noncontested 
hearing,  dispose  of  the  procee^dings  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  §  1.30  (c)  (1) 
or '(2)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure.  Under  the  proce¬ 
dure  herein  provided  for,  unless  other¬ 
wise  advised,  it  will  be  unnecessary  for 
Applicant  to  appear  or  be  represented 
at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25.  D.  C.,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  be¬ 
fore  July  30.  1957.  Failure  of  any  party 
to  appear  at  and  participate  in  the  hear¬ 
ing  shall  be  construed  as  waiver  of  and 
concurrence  in  omission  herein  of  the 
intermediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutriue, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-5798;  Plied,  July  16.  1957; 

8:51  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  0-12531] 

Pacific  Northwest  Pipeline  Corp. 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATION  AND  DATE  OF 
,  HEARWG 

July  11,  1957. 

Take  notice  that  Pacific  Northwest 
Pipeline  Corporation  (Applicant) .  a  Del¬ 
aware  corporation  with  its  principal 
place  of  business  in  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah, 
filed  an  application  on  May  6,  1957,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  for  authority  to  construct  and  oper¬ 
ate  facilities  for  the  sale  and  delivery  of 
natural  gas,  as  hereinafter  described, 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  all  as  more  fully  represented  in 
the  application,  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Applicant  seeks  authority  to  construct 
and  operate  36.9  miles  of  8%  inch  O.  D. 
lateral  pipeline  running  northwest  from 
a  tap  on  Applicant’s  20-inch  Spokane 
lateral  iii  southern  Adams  Coimty, 
Washington,  to  two  measuring  and  reg¬ 
ulating  stations  to  be  located  near  the 
beet  sugar  refinery  of  Utah-Idaho  Sugar 
Company  at  the  City  of  Moses  Lake, 
Grant  County,  Washington.  The  36.9 
mile  lateral  line  is  proposed  not  only  to 
render  direct  interruptible  service  for 
Utah-Idaho’s  sugar  beet  processing 
needs,  but  it  is  also  proposed  for  service 
to  the  City  of  Moses  Lake  for  resale  in 
that  community. 

Applicant  states  that  in  the  proceed¬ 
ings  in  Docket  No.  0-8934  it  was  au¬ 
thorized  to  serve  Moses  Lake  from  its 
Wenatchee,  Washington,  lateral,  but 
subsequent  studies  indicated  that  the 


Spokane  lateral  would  be  closer  to  the 
city  and  a  more  practical  source  of  sup¬ 
ply.  For  this  reason  it  filed  the  subject 
application  to  servd  Moses  Lake  from  the 
Spokane  lateral. 

The  total  gas  requirements  of  Utah- 
Idaho  and  Moses  Lake  are  estimated  by 
Applicant  as  follows: 


Year  of  operation 

1 

2 

3 

Peak  dav  fMeO.  __ 
Annual  (Mcf) . 

1%200 

1,291,470 

12,610 

1,343,470 

12,000 

1,380,670 

Average  annual  load 

factor  (percent) _ 

20 

20 

20 

Utah-Idaho  is  expected  to  use  a  maxi¬ 
mum  of  11,000  Mcf  daily  in  treating 
sugar  beets  and  the  third  year  peak  day 
demand  of  Moses  Lake  is  estimated  at 
about  1,900  Mcf.  The  town  will  use  gas 
mainly  for  space  heating  of  homes,  civic 
buildings,  and  commercial  customers. 

Applicant  estimates  that  the  proposed 
pipeline  and  appurtenant  facilities  will 
cost  $1,226,078,  which  will  be  defrayed 
from  funds  currently  available. 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations,  and 
to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Power  Commission  by  sec¬ 
tions  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on 
August  8, 1957,  at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t.,  in 
a  Hearing  Room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.,  concerning  the  matters  in¬ 
volved  in  and  the  issues  presented  by 
such  application:  Provided,  however. 
That  the  Commission  may.  after  a  non¬ 
contested  hearing,  dispose  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
§  1.30  (c)  (1)  or  (2)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure.  Under 
the  procedure  herein  provided  for,  un¬ 
less  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be  unneces¬ 
sary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or  be  rep¬ 
resented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  <3PI^  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  be¬ 
fore  July  31.  1957.  Failure  of  any  party 
to  appear  at  and  participate  in  the  hear¬ 
ing  shall  be  construed  as  waiver  of  and 
concurrence  in  omission  herein  of  the 
intermediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

r  SEAL  ]  J OSEPH  H.  GUTRIDE. 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-5799;  Filed,  July  16.  1957; 

8:51  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  G-10381,  0-10382] 
Cities  of  Clay  and  Sturgis,  Ky. 
NOTICE  OF  applications 

July  11, 1957. 

In  the  matters  of  City  of  Clay.  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Docket  No.  G-10381 ;  City  of  Stur¬ 
gis,  Kentucky,  Docket  No.  G-10382. 
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NOTICES 


Take  noUee  that  on  May  10, 1956,  the 
City  of  Clay,  Kentucky,  and  the  City  of 
Sturgis.  Kentucky  (both  Kentucky  mu¬ 
nicipal  corporations),  filed  their  respec¬ 
tive  applications  for  an  order,  pursuant 
to  sectiMi  7  (a)  of  the'Natural  Gas  Act, 
directing  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Cor¬ 
poration  (Texas  Gas) ,  to  establish  phsrs- 
ieal  connection  of  its  transi>ortati(m 
facilities  with  those  of  applicants’  pro¬ 
posed  natural  gas  systems,  and  to  sell  and 
deliver  to  applicant’s  their  natural  gas 
requirements  for  distribution  and  sale  to 
the  public  in  the  respective  area*},  and  as 
more  fully  described  in  their  respective 
applications. 

’The  City  of  Clay  proposes  to  construct 
a  transmission  line  from  the  Texas  Gas 
26-inch  line  near  Providence,  Kentucky, 
northwardly  to  Diamond,  Kentucky,  and 
to  Clay,  Kentucky,  and  to  Wheatcroft, 
Kentucky,  a  distance  of  approximately 
eleven  miles,  and  the  proposed  service 
area  will  be  that  area  along  said  trans¬ 
mission  line  and  within  a  reasonable  dis¬ 
tance  therefrom,  including  the  commu¬ 
nities  of  Diamond,  Clay  and  Wheatcroft 
and  their  environs. 

’The  City  of  Sturgis,  Kentucky,  pro¬ 
poses  to  Jointly  own  said  transniission 
line  with  the  City  of  Clay,  and  said  C^ty 
of  Sturgis  further  proposes  to  construct 
its  transmission  line  from  Wheatcroft, 
Kentucky,  northwesterly  and  northerly 
to  Sturgis,  Kentucky. 

An  agreement  has  been  made  between 
the  cities  of  Clay,  Kentucky,  and  Sturgis, 
Kentucky,  whereby  they  will  jointly  own 
said  transmission  line  extending  from 
the  Texas  Gas  26-inch  line  to  Wheat¬ 
croft,  Kentucky,  and  the  City  of  Sturgis, 
Kentucky,  proposes  to  construct,  own 
and  operate  its  transmission  line  ex¬ 
tending  from  Wheatcroft,  Kentucky, 
northwesterly  to  Sullivan,  Kentucky,  and 
then  northerly  to  Sturgis,  which  trans¬ 
mission  line  will  extend  over  a  distance 
of  approximately  nine  miles  from 
Wheatcroft,  Kentucky,  to  Sturgis,  Ken¬ 
tucky.  The  proposed  service  area  will 
be  that  area  along  the  transmission  line 
and  within  a  reasonable  distance  there¬ 
from,  including  the  community  of  Sul¬ 
livan,  Kentucky,  and  the  City  of  Sturgis, 
Kentucky,  and  their  environs.  Natural 
gas  distribution  systems  will  be  con¬ 
structed  in  said  proposed  service  area. 

The  applicants  propose  to  construct 
and  to  own  and  operate  a  natural  gas 
distribution  system  for  the  Cities  of  Clay 
and  Sturgis,  respectively,  and  for  the 
entire  propo^  service  areas.  The  esti¬ 
mated  total  cost  of  these  projects  is 
$604,800,  which  will  be  financed  by  ap¬ 
plicants  through  the  sale  of  bonds.  In¬ 
cluded  with  the  applications  of  the 
respective  cities  are  agreements  with  the 
Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency  to 
finance  the  construction  of  the  proposed 
distribution  systems  through  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  the  cities’  bonds  in  the  total 
sum  of  $673,000. 

The  estimated  annual  gas  require¬ 
ments  and  peak  day  gas  requirements 
in  Mcf  for  the  City  of  Clay  at  15.025  psia 
lor  the  first  three  years  of  operation,  are 
as  follows: 


lit  year 

Myear 

Sd  year 

14,000 

aOL2 

28,080 

358.2 

3^640 

665.6 

• 

1 

1 

The  City  of  Sturgis  estimates  peak  day 
and  annual  requirements  as  follows  (at 
15.025  psia) : 


1st  year 

2d  year 

3d  year 

Anntml  (Mrff _ _ 

!B,M0 

237.6 

47,100 

644.9 

71,000 

855.0 

Peak  (Mri)— _ 

% 

’Texas  Gas  timely  filed  on  July  13, 1956, 
pursuant  to  1 1.9  (a)  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  answers 
to  the  aforesaid  applications  wherein  it 
states  that  it  has  no  objections  to  render¬ 
ing  the  service  requested  by  applicants; 
Provided:  (1)  That  applicants  satisfy  the 
Commission  as  to  the  present  and  future 
economic  feasibility  of  the  proposed 
project  on  the  basis  of  applicants*  esti¬ 
mated  third  year  requirements  for  said 
project;  (2)  that  the  maximum  day  de¬ 
livery  obligation  of  Texas  Gas  to  City  of 
Clay  does  not  exceed  the  third  year  re¬ 
quirement  of  556  Mcf  at  15.025  psia  or 
the  maximum  third  year  requirement  of 
City  of  Sturgis  of  855  Mcf  at  15.035  psia; 
(3)  that  Texas  Gas  shall  not  be  obligated 
to  render  service  until  the  facilities  pro¬ 
posed  in  Docket  No.  G-10062  have  been 
placed  in  service;  (4)  that  the  facilities 
necessary  to  receive,  transport  and  dis¬ 
tribute  the  gas  are  completed  by  the 
applicants  not  later  thsm  June  1,  1957; 
and  (5)  that  applicants  execute  a  service 
agreement  acceptable  to  Texas  Gas 
within  45  days  after  the  issuance  of  any 
order  from  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  authorizing  the  requested  service 
to  be  effective  upon  tlie  commencement 
of  deliveries. 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  ot  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and 
to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that  protests  or 
petitions  to  intervene  may  be  filed  with 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accordance  with  the 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  C!PR 
1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  August  5, 1957. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  57-5800;  Piled,  July  16,  1957; 

8:51  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  G-205P,  G-12863] 

Gulp  Interstate  Gas  Co. 

ORDER  DENTING  REHEARING,  MODIFYING 
ORDER  ISSUING  CERTIFICATE  OF  PUBLIC 
CONVENIENCE  AND  NECESSITY,  SUSPEND¬ 
ING  PROPOSED  CHANGE  IN  TARIFF,  AND  PRO¬ 
VIDING  FOR  REARING 

July  11, 1957. 

In  the  matter  of  Gulf  Interstate  Gas 
Company,  Docket  No.  G-2058;  and  Gulf 
Interstate  Gas  Company,  Docket  No. 
G-12863. 

Gulf  Interstate  Gas  Company  (Gulf 
Interstate) ,  on  May  14, 1957,  tendered  for 


filing  Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  5  to  its 
FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1. 
purporting  to  effect  a  change  in  the’ 
cost-of-service  tariff  prescribed  by  the 
Commission’s  order  and  acc(Mnpanyixig  ' 
Opinion  No.  251,  issued  May  20,  1953,  in 
Docket  No.  G-2058,  granting  Gulf  Inter¬ 
state  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity. 

By  letter  dated  Jime  7.  the  Commis¬ 
sion  rejected  the  proposed  filing,  stating 
that  no  application  had  been  filed  to 
modify  the  certificate  order  and  the  pro¬ 
posed  rate  change  filing  was  therefore 
premature.  The  Commission  further 
stated  that  in  the  event  application  is 
made  to  modify  the  Commission’s  order 
issued  May  20,  1953,  and  such  modifica¬ 
tion  is  ordered,  the  proposed  tariff 
change  could  be  retendered  for  filing. 

On  June  17,  1957,  Gulf  Interstate  filed 
an  application  for  rehearing  on  the  order 
rejecting  its  proposed  filing,  and,  in  the 
alternative,  an  application  for  an  order 
modifying  the  certificate  order  issued 
May  20,  1953.  By  the  same  instrument 
Gulf  Interstate  also  retendered  for  filing 
Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  5  to  its  FPC 
Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1,  with 
the  request  that  it  be  made  effective  as 
of  July  1,  1957,  on  less  than  30  days  no¬ 
tice  required  by  section  4  (d)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  §  154.22  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations  thereunder. 

Gulf  Interstate  contends  in  its  applica¬ 
tion  for  rehearing  that  no  application 
for  modification  of  the  certificate  order 
is  necessary  because  that  order,  i.  e.,  (C) 
(ii)  of  the  order  issued  May  20, 1953,  was 
fully  complied  with  when  Gulf  Interstate 
filed  the  cost-of-service  tariff  therein 
prescribed.  In  support  of  that  conten¬ 
tion  Gulf  Interstate  refers  to  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  order  issued  June  26,  1953, 
accepting  Gulf  Interstate’s  tariff  “for  fil¬ 
ing  as  satisfactorily  complying  with  the 
conditions  with  respect  thereto  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Commission’s  order  issued 
on  May  20,  1933." 

Apparently,  Gulf  Interstate  Is  con¬ 
tending  that,  under  .the  order  issued 
May  20,  1953,  upon  acceptance  of  the 
cost-of-service  tariff  the  condition  of 
the  order  was  fully  complied  with,  and 
Gulf  Interstate  could  have  immediately 
thereafter  as  well  as  now  file  for  a  change 
in  its  tariff  without  permission  for  such 
filing  by  the  Commission.  We  find  such 
over-simplification  of  the  intent  of  the 
order  issued  May  20,  1953,  to  be  without 
merit.  It  is  our  view,  therefore,  that 
Gulf  Interstate’s  application  for  rehear¬ 
ing  should  be  denied. 

As  heretofore  indicated,  however.  Gulf 
Interstate  has  also  applied  for  modifica¬ 
tion  of  that  certificate  order,  by  deleting 
therefrom  paragraph  (C)  (ii). 

As  one  of  the  conditions  for  the  grant¬ 
ing  of  the  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  to  Gulf  Inter¬ 
state  in  Docket  No.  G-2058,  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  order  issued  May* 20,  1953,  pro¬ 
vides  in  paragraph  (C)  (ii)  as  follows: 
“Within  60  days  after  the  issuance  of 
this  order.  Gulf  Interstate  shall  file  an 
appropriate  FPC  Gas  Tariff  satisfactory 
to  the  Commission,  which  shall  include 
a  proper  rate  schedule  based  on  a  cost-of- 
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Bcrvlce  formula  which  will  provide  for 
a  depreciation  rate  not  in  excess  of 
percent  per  annum;  a  rate  of  return 
upon  a  depreciated  rate  base  which  shall 
not  exceed  6  percent  per  annum;  provi¬ 
sion  for  crediting  Federal  income  tax 
accruals  against  working  capital  require¬ 
ments;  and  specifications  of  the  basic 
formula  on  a  Btu  basis  for  credits  which 
will  accrue  to  United  Fuel  Gas  for  hydro¬ 
carbons  extracted  by  Gulf  Interstate  or 
by  any  third  person.” 

In  the  filing  of  May  14.  1957,  rejected 
by  our  letter  of  June  7,  1957,  and  by  the 
filing  retendered  on  June  17,  1957,  Gulf 
Interstate  proposed  to  change  the  fore¬ 
going  condition  by  increasing  the  rate 
of  return  therein  prescribed  from  6  per¬ 
cent  per  annum  to  6%  percent  per 
annum. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  views  ex¬ 
pressed  in  our  letter  of  rejection  dated 
June  7,  1957,  the  application  for  modifi¬ 
cation  of  the  order  issued  May  20,  1953, 
and  the  retendered  proposed  filing,  we 
find  that  it  is  appropriate  and  in  the 
public  interest  that  paragraph  (C)  (U) 
of  the  order  issued  May  20,  1953,  in 
Docket  No.  G-2058,  as  set  out  above,  be 
modified  by  deleting  therefrom  the  por¬ 
tion  of  that  paragraph  reading  ”a  rate 
of  return  upon  a  depreciated  rate  base 
which  shall  not  exceed  6  percent  per  an¬ 
num”  and  substituting  therein  the  clause 
reading  “a  reasonable  rate  of  return  upon 
a  depreciated  rate  base.” 

However,  Gulf  Interstate’s  proposed 
increase  in  its  rale  of  retmn  from  6  per¬ 
cent  to  6%  percent  per  annum,  which, 
together  with  related  income  taxes, 
would  result  in  increased  transportation 
charges  of  approximately  $1,899,000  per 
year,  to  United  Fuel  Gas  Company  (Gulf 
Interstate’s  only  customer) ,  has  not  been 
shown  to  be  justified,  and  may  be  unjust, 
unreasonable,  imduly  discriminatory,  or 
preferential,  or  otherwise  unlawful. 

We  further  find,  therefore,  that  it  is 
necessary  and  proper  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforcement  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
that  we  enter  upon  a  hearing,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  that  Act, 
particularly  sections  4  and  15,  concern¬ 
ing  the  lawfulness  of  Gulf  Interstate’s 
PPG  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume  .No.  1, 
as  proposed  to  be  changed  by  Second  Re¬ 
vised  Sheet  No.  5.  and,  pending  such 
hearing  and  decision  thereon,  said  Sec¬ 
ond  Revised  Sheet  No.  5  to  Gulf  Inter¬ 
state’s  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Original , Volume 
No.  1,  should  be  suspended  and  the  use 
thereof  deferred  sis  hereinafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders; 

^A)  The  application  for  rehearing 
filed  by  Gulf  Interstate  on  June  17,  1957, 
is  denied. 

(B)  Paragraph  (C)  (ii)  of  the  order  is¬ 
sued  May  20, 1953,  in  Docket  No.  G-2058, 
is  amended,  to  the  extent  and  only'to  the 
extent  of  deleting  therefrom  the  clause 
reading:  “a  rate  of  return  upon  a  de¬ 
preciated  rate  bsise  which  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  6  percent  per  annum;”  and  sub¬ 
stituting  therefor  the  following:  “a 
reasonable  rate  of  return  upon  a  de¬ 
preciated  rate  base.”  In  all  other  re¬ 
spects  the  aforementioned  order  issued 
May  20,  1953,  shall  remain  in  full  force 
and  effect. 
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(C)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gsis  Act,  particularly  sections  4 
and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure,  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  imder  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR,  Chapter  I),  a'  public  hearing  be 
held  at  a  date  to  be  designated  by  notice 
from  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission, 
concerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  rates, 
charges,  classifications,  and  services  con¬ 
tained  in  Girif  Interstate’s  FPC  Gas 
Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1,  as  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  changed  by  Second  Revised 
Sheet  No.  5,  retendered  for  filing  on  June 
17,  1957,  as  set  forth  above. 

(D)  Pending  such  hearing  and  deci¬ 
sion  thereon.  Second  Revised  Sheet  No. 
5  to  Gulf  Interstate’s  FPC  Gas  Tariff, 
Original  Volume  No.  1,  is  suspended  and 
the  use  thereof  defend  until  December 
17,  1957,  and  until  such  further  time  as 
it  may  be  made  effective  in  the  manner 
prescribed  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(E)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  §§  1.8  and  1.37 
(f )  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedme  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.37  (f ) ) . 

By  the  Commission.* 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  67-5801;  Plied,  July  16,  1957; 

8:52  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Noe.  G-12251,  0-12252] 

Okmar  Oil  Co.  et  al. 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATIONS  AND  DATE  OF 
HEARING 

July  11,  1957. 

In  the  matters  of  Okmar  Oil  CCHnpany, 
Docket  No.  G-12251;  B.  E.  Talkington, 
et  al..  Docket  No.  G-12252. 

Take  notice  that  Okmar  Oil  Company 
(Okmar)*  and  B.  E.  Talkington,  et  al. 
(Talkington)  ,*  independent  producers, 
filed  separate  applications  on  March  18, 
1957,  for  authority  to  render  and  aban¬ 
don  service  pursuant  to  section  7  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  as  hereinafter  de¬ 
scribed,  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Commission,  all  as  more  fully  repre¬ 
sented  in  the  respective  applications 
which  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

The  respective  applications  seek  au¬ 
thority  for: 

(1)  Talkington,  et  al.,  to  abandon 
service  to  Hope  Natural  Gas  Company 
(Hope)  from  the  Shimer,  Camden  and 
Parr  Leases  located  in  the  Sheridan  Dis¬ 
trict,  Calhoun  County,  West  Virginia, 
being  rendered  pursuant  to  contracts 
dated  February  1,  1951,  July  8,  1952,  and 
January  31,  1952,  as  amended,  respec¬ 
tively,  which  service  was  previously  au- 

*  Commissioner  Digby  would  grant  rehear¬ 
ing  but  otherwise  concurs  in  the  order. 

^Applicant  Is  a  co-partnership  composed 
of  Adolph  Beren,  H.  H.  Beren  and  I.  H.  Beren. 

*Et  al.  parties  are  Philip  Lemon,  Dewey 
Harris,  D.  J.  Dennison,  B.  F.  Smith,  W.  B. 
Ayers,  Henry  Hasiebacher,  Gertrude  N.  King 
(Executrix  of  the  will  of  W.  O.  King,  de¬ 
ceased),  William  B.  Patton,  Alfred  W. 
Schroath,  Josie  M.  Iden,  Charles  Harvey 
Donahoe,  and  Ray  Blake,  Jr. 


5655 

thorized  in  Docket  Nos.  G-5591,  G-5611 
and  G-5618,  respectively. 

(2)  Okmar  to  continue  the  sales  to 
Hope  proposed  to  be  abandoned  by  Talk¬ 
ington,  et  al. 

The  applications  state  that  by  instru¬ 
ment  of  assignment  dated  January  11, 
1957,  Okmar  acquired  said  leases  and  gas 
wells  thereon  from  Talkington,  et  al.. 
subject,  among  other  things,  to  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  contracts,  as  amended. 

These  related  matters  should  be  heard 
on  a  consolidated  record  and  disposed  of 
as  promptly  as  possible  under  the  appli¬ 
cable  rules  and  regulations  and  to  that 
end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  held  On  August 
7, 1957  at  9 :30  am.,  e.  d.  s.  t.,  in  a  hearing 
room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
441  G  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C., 
concerning  the  matters  involved  in  and 
the  issues  presented*  by  such  applications : 
Provided,  however.  That  the  Commission 
may,  after  a  non-contested  hearing,  dis¬ 
pose  of  the  proceedings  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  §  1.30  (c)  (1)  or  (2)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure.  Under  the  procedure  herein 
provided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
wili  be  unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  ap¬ 
pear  or  be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  July  30, 
1957.  Failure  of  any  party  to  appear  at 
and  participate  in  the  hearing  shall  be 
construed  as  waiver  of  and  concurrence 
in  omission  herein  of  the  intermediate 
decision  procedure  in  cases  where  a  re¬ 
quest  therefor  is  made. 

[SEAL]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

(P.  R.  Doc.  67-6802;  Piled,  July  16,  1957; 

8:52  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  G-11480,  G-11619] 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp.  and 

Manufacturers  Light  and  Heat  Co. 

notice  of  applications  and  date  of 
hearing 

July  11,  1957. 

In  the  matters  of  Texas  Eastern , 
Transmission  Corporation,  Docket  No. 
G-11480;  and  The  Manufacturers  Light 
and  Heat  Company,  Docket  No.  G-11619. 

Take  notice  that  Texas  Eastern  Trans¬ 
mission  Corporation  (Texas  Eastern) ,  a 
Delaware  corporation,  having  its  princi¬ 
pal  place  of  business  at  Texas  Eastern 
Building,  Shreveport,  Louisiana,  filed  on 
November  14,  1956,  an  application  and 
on  November  23,  1956,  an  amendment 
thereto,  for  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  authorizing 
Texas  Eastern  to  construct  and  operate 
certain  natural  gas  facilities,  as  herein¬ 
after  described. 
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NOTICES 


Texas  Eastern  proposes  to  construct 
and  (H>erate  a  meter  and  regulating  sta¬ 
tion  and  appurtenant  facilities  on  its 
existing  30-inch  Oakford  Storage  line 
in  Westmoreland  County,  Pennsylvania, 
at  a  point  approximately  1,300  feet  south 
of  the  Junction  of  said  line  with  the 
Penn-Jersey  line  for  the  purpose  of  de¬ 
livering  natural  gas  to  Hie  Manufac¬ 
turers  light  and  Heat  Company. 

Texas  Eastern  estimates  that  the  cost 
of  its  piYHXXBed  facilities  will  be  $38,202, 
which  it  will  finance  from  funds  on  hand. 

The  Manufacturers  Light  and  Heat 
Company  (Manufacturers),  a  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  corporation,  having  its  principal 
place  of  business  at  800  Union  Trust 
Building,  Pittsburgh.  Pennsylvania,  filed 
cm  December  18,  1956,  an  application, 
pursuant  to  section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  for  a  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity,  authorizing  it  to 
construct  and  operate  certsun  gas  facil¬ 
ities  as  hereinafter  described. 

Manufacturers  prc^ioses  to  construct 
.57  mile  of  12-inch  transmission  pipe¬ 
line.  beginning  at  a  point  in  Salem 
Township,  Westmoreland  County.  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  on  Texas  Eastern’s  30-inch 
line  at  a  point  1,300  feet  south  of  the 
junction  of  that  line  with  Texas  East¬ 
ern’s  24-inch  Penn-Jersey  Line  and  ex¬ 
tending  northwesterly  .57  mile  to  Manu¬ 
facturers’  Delmont  Compressor  Station 
for  the  purpose  of  receiving  gas  from 
Texas  Eastern  at  this  point. 

The  estimated  cost  of  the  proposed  fa¬ 
cilities  is  $46,000,  which  will  be  financed 
by  The  Columbia  Gas  System.  Inc. 

The  proposed  ccxistruction  is  to  enable 
Manufacturers  to  receive  up  to  12,000 
Mcf  per  day  into  its  CHinton  County  line 
from  Texas  Eastern  at  the  proposed  con¬ 
nection  in  order  to  meet  its  natural  gas 
requirements  in  the  area  north  and  east 
of  Hickory.  This  delivery  is  to  be  part 
of  Texas  Eastern’s  presently  authorized 
deliveries  to  Columbia  companies. 

The  said  applications  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  for  public 
inspection. 

These  related  matters  should  be  heard 
on  a  consolidated  record  and  disposed 
of  as  promptly  as  possible  under  the 
applicable  niles  and  regulations  and  to 
thatjend: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure.  a  hearing  will  be  held  on  August 
12,  1957,  at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t.,  in  a 
hearing  room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  441  G  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.,  concerning  the  matters 
involved  in  and  the  issues  presented  by 
such  applications:  Provided,  however. 
That  the  Commission  may,  after  a  non- 
contested  hearing,  dispose  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
i  1.30  (c)  (1)  or  (2)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure.  Under 
the  procedure  herein  provided  for,  unless 
otherwise  advised,  it  will  be  unnecessary 
for  applicants  to  appear  or  be  repre¬ 
sented  at  the  hesu'ing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 


sion.  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  C:FR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  July  30, 
1957.  Failure  of  any  party  to  appear  at 
and  participate  in  the  hearing  e^all  be 
construed  as  waiver  of  and  concurrence 
in  omission  herein  of  the  intermediate 
decision  procedure  in  cases  where  a  re¬ 
quest  therefor  is  made. 

[sEALl  Joseph  H.  Gotbide, 

Secretary. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  57-6803;  Piled,  July  1«,  1957; 

8:52  a.  m.] 


[Dockets  Nos.  0-12763,  G-127641 

Transcontxnental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp. 

AND  Marengo  Corp. 

NoncE  OF  applications  and  date 
of  hearing 

July  11,^  1957. 

In  the  matters  of  Transcontinental 
Gas  Pipe  Line  Corporation,  Docket  No. 
G-12763;  Marengo  Corporation,  Eiocket 
No.  G-12764. 

Take  notice  that  Transcontinental 
Pipe  Line  Corporation  (’Transco) ,  a 
Delaware  corporation  with  its  principal 
place  of  business  in  Houston,  Texas, 
and  Marengo  Corporation  (Marengo) .  an 
Alabama  corporation,  with  its  principal 
place  of  business  in  Linden,  Alabama, 
filed  separate  applications  on  June  19, 
1957,  for  certificates  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity,  pursuant  to  section 
7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  for  authority 
to  construct,  lease  and  operate  natural 
gas  iacilities,  as  hereinafter  described, 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  all  as  more  fully  represented  in 
the  respective  applications  which  are  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. ' 

Transco  by  its  application  in  Docket 
No.  G-12763  seeks  authority  to  construct 
and  operate  a  4-inch  tap  and  a  meter 
station  located  on  its  30-inch  main  line 
at  its  existing  linden.  Alabama  Measur¬ 
ing  and  Regulating  Station  site  in  order 
to  sell  gas  on  an  interruptible  basis  to 
Gulf  States  Paper  Corporation  and  to  de¬ 
liver  such  gas  to  Mar^go  Corporation 
(Marengo)  for  the  account  of  Gulf 
States  Paper  Corporation,  all  in  Marengo 
County,  Alabama. 

Marengo  is  a  newly  formed  company 
oiganized  solely  to  render  service  to  and 
for  the  Gulf  States  Paper  CTorporation. 
Marengo  filed  a  companion  application 
in  Docket  No.  0-12764  on  June  19,  1957, 
for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  the  operation 
and  leasing  from  the  City  of  Linden  of  a 
transmission  line  proposed  to  transport 
the  gas  to  be  received  from  Transco  at 
the  Linden  measuring  station  to  the  Gulf 
States  paper  mill.  The  proposed  line  to 
be  operated  by  Marengo  and  owned  by 
the  (Tity  of  Linden  will  comprise  about 
15  miles  of  6%-inch  pipe  and  appurte¬ 
nances.  Marengo  will  also  buy  gas  from 
the  City  of  Linden  for  resale  to  the  paper 
company. 

Transco  states  that  the  paper  plant 
will  require  up  to  a  maximum  of  6,000 
Mcf  per  day  of  gas.  Marengo  estimates 
the  entire  requirements  of  the  plant  for 
the  first  three  years  as  follows: 


1 

3 

3 

Dally  (Mcf) . 

Anmial  (MeO _ 

4,000 

1,400,000 

'6,000 

1,760.000 

6.000 

2;ioo,om 

Gulf  States  has  built  a  new  paper  pulp 
mill  about  15  miles  from  the  City  of 
Linden  and  9  miles  west  of  Demopolis. 
The  plant  was  located  at  this  point  upon 
the  assurance  of  the  availability  of  the 
natural  gas  fuel  essential  for  the  man¬ 
ufacture  of  full- bleached  pulp  of  high 
brightness. 

Transco’s  proposed  facilities  are  esti¬ 
mated  to  cost  $17,000  to  be  financed  from 
cash  on  hand. 

These  related  matters  should  be  heard 
on  a  consolidated  record  and  disposed  of 
as  promptly  as  possible  under  the  appli¬ 
cable  rules  and  regulations  and  to  that 
end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on  August 
7, 1957  at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t.,  in  a  hear¬ 
ing  room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Washington. 
D.  C.,  concerning  the  matters  involved 
in  and  the  issues  presented  by  such  ap¬ 
plications:  Provided,  however.  That  the 
Commission  may,  after  a  non-contested 
hearing,  dispose  of  the  proceedings  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  §  1.30  (c)  (1) 
or  (2)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure.  Under  the  proce¬ 
dure  herein  provided  for,  unless  other¬ 
wise  advised,  it  will  be  unnecessary  for 
Applicants  to  appear  or  be  represented 
at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25,  D.  C..  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  cm  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
July  30,  1957.  Failure  of  any  party  to 
appear  at  and  participate  in  the  hearing 
shall  be  construed  as  waiver  and  concur¬ 
rence  in  omission  herein  of  the  inter¬ 
mediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  57-5804;  Piled,  July  16,  1957; 

8:52  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-8708  et  al.J 
Pan  American  Petroleum  Corp.  et  al. 

NOTICE  OF  SEVERANCE  AND  CONTINUANCE 

'■  July  11,  1957. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  appli¬ 
cation  filed  by  Pan  American  Petroleum 
Corporation,  et  at,  in  Docket  No.  G-8708 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  and 
scheduled  for  a  hearing  to  be  held  on 
July  18,  1957,  at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t.,  is 
hereby  severed  therefrom  and  continued 
for  hearing  at  a  subsequent  date  to  be 
set  by  further  notice. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-5805;  Piled,  July  16,  1957; 
8:52  a.  m.] 
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Wednesday,  July  17,  1957 

[Docket  No.  G-8708  et  al.] 
pan  American  Petroleum  Corp.  et  al. 
notice  or  SEVERANCE  AND  CONTINUANCE 
July  11, 1957. 

In  the  matterj  of  Pan  American  Petro¬ 
leum  Corporation,  et  al..  Docket  No. 
Gh-8708,  et  ah;  Continental  Oil  Company, 
Docket  Nos.  0-11460,  G-11613,  G-12009. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  applica¬ 
tions  filed  by  Continental  Oil  Company 
in  Docket  Nos.  G-11460,  G-11613,  and 
0-12009  in  the  above-entitled  proceed¬ 
ing  and  scheduled  for  a  hearing  to  be 
held  on  July  18,  1957,  at  9:30  a.  m., 
e.  d.  s.  t.,  are  hereby  severed  therefrom 
and  cdntinued  for  hearing  at  a  subse¬ 
quent  date  to  be  set  by  further  notice. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Outride, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  67-5806;  Piled,  July  16,  1957;' 

8:53  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  0-8708  et  al.] 

Pan  American  Petroleum  Corp.  et  al. 

NOTICE  or  SEVERANCE  AND  CONTINUANCE 

July  11,  1957. 

In  the  matters  of  Pan  American  Petro¬ 
leum  Corporation,  et  al..  Docket  No. 
G-8708,  et  al.,  Amerada  Petroleum  Cor¬ 
poration,  Docket  Nos.  G-11649  and 
G-11750. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  ap¬ 
plications  filed  by  Amerada  Petroleum 
Corporation  in  Docket  Nos.  G-11649  and 
Q-11750  in  the  above-entitled  proceed¬ 
ing  and  scheduled  for  a  hearing  to  be 
held  on  July  18,  1957,  at  9:30  a.  m., 
e.  d.  s.  t.,  is  hereby  severed  therefrom  and 
continued  for  hearing  at  a  subsequent 
date  to  be  set  by  further  notice. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

(P.  R.  Doc.  67-5807;  Piled,  July  16,  1957; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  G-11179,  G-12166] 
Robert  F.  Roberts  et  al. 

NOTICE  OP  APPLICATIONS  AND  DATE  OF 
HEARING 

July  11,  1957. 

In  the  matters  of  Robert  F.  Roberts, 
Operator,  et  al..  Docket  No.  G-11179; 
The  Texas  Company,  Docket  No.  G- 
12166. 

T^ke  notice  that  Robert  F.  Roberts, 
Operator,  et  al.^  (Roberts)  and  The 


*  Roberts  flies  as  operator  for  himself  and 
other  nonoperating  parties.  Parties  and 
their  respective  interests  covered  are:  Rob¬ 
erts,  41.598  percent;  Tex-Mex  Drilling  Com¬ 
pany  (a  co-partnership  consisting  of  .W.  S. 
Fields,  Jr.,  and  Bert  Pields,  Jr.,  Trust),  31.000 
percent;  Hudnall,  Pirtle  &  L^tterle  (a  co¬ 
partnership  consisting  of  J.  S.  Hudnall, 
George  W.  Pirtle  and  G.  J.  Loetterle) ,  18.760 
percent.  Bert  Pields,  not  covered  by  Roberts* 
flling  herein,  has  'an  8.652  percent  working 
interest  in  the  unit  and  was  authorized  in 
Docket  No.  G-4667  to  sell  his  share  imder 
his  own  contract  with  United  dated  Septem¬ 
ber  16, 1947. 


Texas  Company  (Texas),  Independent 
producers,  filed  separate  applications  on 
October  1,  1956  and  March  7,  1957  in 
Docket  Nos.  G-11179  and  G-12166,  re¬ 
spectively,  for  authority  to  render  and 
abandon  natural  gas  service,  pursuant 
to  section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  as 
hereinafter  described,  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  all  as 
more  fully  represented  in  the  respective 
applications  which  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  ipspec- 
tion. 

The  respective  Applicants  seek  au¬ 
thority  for: 

(1)  Texas  to  abandon  its  sale  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  to  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Com¬ 
pany  (United)  from  the  Brumble-Stud- 
dard  Unit  WelL  No.  1  in  the  Bethany  , 
Field,  Panola  County,  Texas,  being  made 
pursuant  to  a  contract  dated  March  13, 
1951,  as  amended,  which  sale  was  pre¬ 
viously  authorized  in  Docket  No.  G-4822. 

(2)  Roberts  to  continue  service  from 
the  Bnunble-Stoddard  Unit  to  United 
proposed  to  be  abandoned  by  Texas. 

The  applications  state  that  Texas, 
by  instrument  dated  May  4,  1956,  sub¬ 
leased  to  Robert  F.  Roberts  its  interest 
in  the  Travis  Peak  Zone  underlying  the 
Brumble-Studdard  Unit  No.  1,  and,  in 
addition,  other  gas  sands  between  depths 
of  2,500  and  6,300  feet,  subject,  among 
other  things,  to  an  over-riding  royalty 
reservation  by  Texas  and  the  aforemen¬ 
tioned  contract  of  March  13,  1951,  as 
amended,  with  United. 

These  related  matters  should  be  heard 
on  a  consolidated  record  and  disposed 
of  as  promptly  as  possible  under  the 
applicable  rules  and  regulations,  and  to 
that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  thq 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure.  a  hearing  will  be  held  on  August 
7,  1957,  at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t.,  in  a 
Hearing  Room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  441 G  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.  C.,  concerning  the  matters  in¬ 
volved  in  and  the  issues  presented  by 
such  applications:  Provided,  however. 
That  the  Commission  may,  after  a  non- 
contested  hearing,  dispose  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
§  1.30  (c)  (1)  or  (2)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure.  Under 
the  procedure  herein  provided  for,  un¬ 
less  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be  unneces¬ 
sary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or  be  rep¬ 
resented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
July  31,  1957.  Failure  of  any  party  to 
appear  at  and  participate  in  the  hearing 
shall  be  construed  as  waiver  of  and  con¬ 
currence  in  omission  herein  of  the  inter¬ 
mediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

[SEAL]  '  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-5808;  Filed,  July  16.  1957; 

8:53  a.  m.1 


[Docket  No.  G-11967] 

GreenbrienOxl  Co.  AND  Theo.  Hamm 
Brewing  Co. 

NOTICE  or  application  and  date  or 
hearing 

July  11,  1957. 

Take  notice  that  Greenbrier  Oil  Com¬ 
pany  (Greenbrier)  ^  and  Theo.  Hamm 
Brewing  Company  (Hamm),  independ¬ 
ent  producers,  filed  a  joint  application 
on  February  11,  1957,  for  authority  to 
render  and  abandon  service,  pursuant  to 
section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act.  as  here¬ 
inafter  described,  subject  to  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Commission,  all  as  more 
fully  represented  in  the  joint  application, 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
opNm  to  public  inspection. 

'me  joint  application  seeks  authority 
for: 

,(1)  Hamm  to  abandon  service  to 
Tennessee  Gas  Transmission  Company 
(Tennessee)  from  certain  acreage 
located  in  the  North  Louise  Field,  Whar¬ 
ton  County,  Texas,  being  rendered 
pursuant  to  a  contract  dated  December 
29, 1953.  Hamm  was  authorized  to  con¬ 
tinue  the  operations  involved  in  the 
sale  of  gas  from  said  acreage  in  addition 
to  other  acreage  adjacent  thereto,  on 
November  2, 1956,  in  Docket  No.  G-3250. 

(2)  Greenbrier  to  render  service  fr(Mn 
the  acreage,  pursuant  to  section  7  (c)  of 
the  act,  proposed  to  be  abandoned  by 
Hamm. 

The  joint  application  states  that  by 
instrument  of  assignment  dated  Novem¬ 
ber  1,  1956,  Hamm  sold  and  transferred 
to  William  Hamm,  Jr.  (Hamm,  Jr.), 
among  other  acreage,  the  SW/4  of  Sec¬ 
tion  42.  W.  C.  R.  R.  Co.  (Frank  Page 
Survey) ,  Wharton  County,  Texas,  which, 
in  addition  to  the  SE/4  of  said  Section 
42,  is  dedicated  to  a  basic  gas  sales  con¬ 
tract  dated  December  29, 1953,  as  supple¬ 
mented,  between  Hamm  and  Tennessee. 
The  aforesaid  SE/4  is  not  involved  in  the 
assignment,  and  Hamm  will  continue  to 
render  service  therefrom. 

By  instrument  dated  November  27, 
1956,  Hamm,  Jr.,  assigned  an  undivided 
60.2  percent  interest  in  said  SW/4  of  Sec¬ 
tion  42  to  his  partners  in  Greenbrier  in 
the  following  proportions: 


Interest 

Individual  (percent) 

Marie  H.  Ankeny _ _ _ _  17. 9 

Margaret  H.  Kelley _ _  17. 9 

Theodora  Lang _ - _ _  17.9 

De  Walt  H.  Ankeny _ _ _ _  2. 0 

James  E.  Kelley _ _  2. 0 

William  H.  Lang . . . .  2. 0 

Joseph  A.  Maun _ _ _ _ _ _  0.  5 


Greenbrier  states  that  it  drilled  its 
Greenbrier-Koch  Estate  No.  1  Well  on 
said  SW/4  of  Section  42,  Wharton 
County,  Texas,  subsequent  to  the  assign¬ 
ment,  and  proposes  herein  to  sell  gas 
from  said  well  to  Tennessee,  pursuant  to 
the  terms  of  the  existing  contract  dated 
December  29, 1953,  as  supplemented,  be¬ 
tween  Hamm  and  Tenness^.  The  sub¬ 
ject  contract  was  ratified  by  Greenbrier 
on  November  1, 1956. 


1  Greenbrier  la  a  co-partnership  cmnpoaed 
of  William  Hamm,  Marie  H.  Ankeny, 
Margaret  H.  Kelley,  Theodora  Lang,  D.  H. 
Ankeny,  James  K.  Kelley,  William  H.  Lang, 
and  Joseph  A.  Maim. 
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NOTICES 


This  matter  Is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and 
to  that  end; 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act.  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  will  be  held  on  August  8,  1957, 
at  9:30  a.  m..  e.  d.  s.  t..  in  a  Hearing 
Room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission. 
441  Q  Street  NW..  Washington,  D.  C^ 
concerning  the  matters  involved  in  and 
the  issues  presented  by  such  application: 
Provided,  however.  That  the  Commission 
may,  after  a  non-cmitested  hearing,  dis¬ 
pose  of  the  proceedings  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  S  1.30  (c)  (1)  or  (2)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure.  Under  the  procedure  herein 
provided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  ap¬ 
pear  or  be  represented  at  the  hecuring. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission.  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1,10)  on  or  before 
July  31,  1957.  Failure  of  any  party  to 
appear  at  and  participate  in  the  hearing 
shall  be  construed  as  waiver  of  and  con¬ 
currence  in  omission  herein  of  the  inter¬ 
mediate  decision  procedme  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  57-5809;  Piled,  July  16,  1957; 

8:53  a.  m.] 


{Docket  No.  G-12601] 

Pacific  Northwest  Pipeline  Corp. 

NOTICE  OP  APPLICATION  AND  DATE  OP 
HEARING 

July  11,  1957. 

Take  notice  that  Pacific  Northwest 
Pipeline  Corporation  (Applicant) ,  a 
Delaware  corporation  with  its  principal 
place  of  business  in  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah, 
filed  an  application  on  May  17,  1957,  for 
authorization,  pursuant  to  section  7  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  to  construct  and 
operate  facilities  for  selling  and  deliver- 
i^  natural  gas,  as  hereinafter  described, 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  all  as  more  fully  represented  in 
the  application,  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Applicant  seeks  authorization  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  a  measuring  and  reg¬ 
ulating  station  on  its  existing  22-inch 
main  transmission  line,  approximately  3 
miles  southeast  of  Pocatello,  Idaho,  in 
order  to  sell  and  deliver  up  to  19,807  Mcf 
per  day  of  firm  and  interruptible  gas  to 
Intermountain  Gas  Company  for  resale 
and  distribution  in  the  communities  of 
Blackfoot,  Shelley,  and  Idaho  Falls, 
Idaho,  and  their  environs.  Intenrioun- 
tain  will  construct  the  necessary  trans¬ 
mission  and  distribution  facilities  for 
bringing  service  to  the  towns  named. 
From  Pacific’s  proposed  meter  station 
in  Bannock  County,  Intermountain  will 
construct  a  10-inch  lateral  line  to  Black- 
foot  and  Shelley  in  Bingham  County,  and 


to  Idaho  Falls  in  Bonham  County,  Idaho, 
in  addition  to  gas  distribution  systems 
lor  each  of  the  three  communities. 

Applicant  estimates  the  peak  day  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  communities  in  Mcf  at 
14.73  psia  to  be  as  foUows: 


Commonity 

1st  year 

2d  year 

3d  year 

Idaho  Falls: 

Firm . 

1 

6,820 

6,820 

Interraptible _ 

1 

9,605 

10,175 

Total  Idaho  Falls . . 

16,099 

16,425 

16,996 

Blackfoot: 

Firm . . . 

1,256 

1,609 

1,609 

iDterruptible _ _ 

471 

471 

471 

Total  Blackfoot .  .  _ _ 

1,727 

2,080 

2,080 

Shelley: 

Firm _ 

373 

471 

471 

Interruptible _ _ _ 

261 

261 

261 

Total  Shelley _ ........ 

634 

732 

732 

Total  firm . . . 

7,193 

8,900. 

8,900 

Total  ioterruptible . 

10,267 

10,337 

10,907 

Total  firm  and  inter- 

rupUMe.. _ _ _ 

17,460 

19,237 

19,807 

Applicant  states  that  its  proposed 
facilities  would  enable  Intermountain  to 
bring  natural  gas  service  to  three  com¬ 
munities  in  the  State  of  Idaho,  while 
bringing  substantial  revenues  to  Pacific 
N(»thwest  for  a  very  small  investment. 
Intermoimtain  has  the  approval  of  the 
Idaho  Commission  and  the  necessary 
franchises. 

Applicant  estimates  the  total  capital 
cost  of  its  proposed  facilities  at  $36,750, 
which  will  be  financed  from  currently 
available  funds. 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  r^es  and  regulations, 
and  to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that,,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on  August 
8,  1957,  at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t.,  in  a 
Hearing  Room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C..  concerning  the  matters  in¬ 
volved  in  and  the  issues  presented  by 
such  application:  Provided,  howev^. 
That  the  Commission  may,  after  a  non- 
contested  hearing,  dispose  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
S  1.30  (c)  (1)  or  (2)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure.  Under 
the  procedure  herein  provided  for,  un¬ 
less  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be  unneces¬ 
sary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or  be  rep¬ 
resented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis- 
«on,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  August 
1,  1957.  Failure  of  any  party  to  appear 
at  and  participate  in  the  hearing  shall 
be  construed  as  waiver  of  and  concur¬ 
rence  in  omission  herein  of  the  inter¬ 
mediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

[seal!  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-5810;  Piled,  July  16,  1957; 

8:53  a.  m.] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

IPlle  No.  70-36041 

Missouri  Edison  Co.  and  Union 
Electric  Co. 

notice  op  filing  op  appucation  regarding 

ISSUANCE  AND  SALE  OP  COMMON  STOCK  BY 
SUBSIDIARY  AND  ACQUISITION  OP  PRO  RATA 
SHARK  BY  PARENT 

JULY  10,  1957. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Union  Elec¬ 
tric  Company  (“Union”) ,  a  public  utility 
company  and  registered  holding  com¬ 
pany  and  Missouri  Edison  Ccxnpany 
(“Missouri’’),  a  public  utility  subsidiary 
of  Union,  have  filed  a  joint  application 
with  this  Commission,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Public  Utility  Holding 
Company  Act  of  1935  (“act”) ,  and  have 
designated  sections  6  (b) ,  9  and  10 
thereof  and  Rule  U-50  (a)  (1)  and  (3) 
promulgated  thereunder  as  applicable  to 
the  proposed  transactions. 

All  interested  persons  are  referred  to 
the  application  on  file  in  the  offices  of 
the  Commission  for  a  statement  of  the 
transactions  therein  proposed  which  are 
summarized  as  follows; 

Missouri  proposes  to  issue  and  sell 
71,429  additional  shares  of  its  common 
stwk  at  a  price  of  $20  per  share,  aggre¬ 
gating  $1,428,580.  Union  proposes  to 
acquire  such  shares,  under  the  terms  of 
a  common  stock  agreement  between 
Union  and  Missouri,  less  such  number  of 
shares  as  may  be  sold  by  Missouri  pur¬ 
suant  to  a  rights  offering  to  its  other 
stockholders.  Missouri  proposes  to  offer 
to  the  holders  of  its  common  stock, 
other  than  Union,  the  right  to  subscribe 
for  additional  shares  of  such  stock  at  the 
price  of  $20  per  share  on  the  basis  of  3 
shares  for  each  7  shares  held  of  record 
by  such  stockholder. 

Union  now  owns  166,495  shares  of  the 
166,667  outstanding  shares  of  common 
stock  of  Missouri,  and  the  remaining  172 
shares  are  held  by  7  stockholders.  Mis¬ 
souri  proposes  to  mail  to  each  stock¬ 
holder,  other  than  Union,  an  individual 
letter  constituting  the  common  stock 
subscription  offer  and  enclosing  a  sub¬ 
scription  form.  No  fractional  shares  will 
be  issued,  but,  pursuant  to  such  offering 
holders  of  shares  not  exactly  divisible  by 
seven  upon  subscribing  for  the  maximum 
number  of  whole  shares  to  which  they 
are  entitled  may  subscribe  for  one  addi¬ 
tional  share  of  Missouri  common  stock. 
The  subscription  offer  will  expire  on  the 
14th  day  after  its  date.  Union  will  re¬ 
linquish  its  preemptive  right  to  purchase 
additional  common  stock  of  Missouri  to 
the  extent  necessary  to  permit  other 
stockholders  to  exercise  their  subscrip¬ 
tion  rights  in  full. 

The  proceeds  from  the  issuance  and 
sale  of  the  common  stock  by  Missouri 
will  be  used  to  provide  Missouri  with 
funds  to  repay  at  their  maturity  on  Au¬ 
gust  31,  1957,  bank  notes  which  are  ex¬ 
pected  to  amount  to  $1,325,000  on  that 
day,  and  to  finance.  In  part,  Missouri’s 
construction  program. 

The  application  states  that  the  Issue 
and  sale  of  the  common  stock  of  Mis¬ 
souri  is  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  Missouri, 
and  that  acquisition  of  such  common 
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stock  by  Union  Is  subject  to  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  that  Commission  and  also  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Illinois  Conunerce 
Commission.  Applications  for  author¬ 
ization  of  the  above  transactions  are 
being  filed  with  such  Commissions.  No 
f^eral  commission,  other  than  this 
Commission,  has  jurisdiction  over  the 
proposed  transactions. 

It  is  estimated  that  Missouri’s  expenses 
in  connection  with  the  above  transac¬ 
tions  will  not  exceed  $545  and  that 
Union’s  expenses  will  not  exceed  $600. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  July  29, 
1957  at  5:30  p.  m.,  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  that  a  hearing  be  held 
on  such  matter  stating  the  nature  of 
his  interest,  the  reasons  for  such  request, 
and  the  issues  of  fact  or  law  rais^  by 
said  filing  which  he  desires  to  controvert, 
or  he  may  request  that  he  be  notified  if 
the  Commission  should  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  request  should  be 
addressed:  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission.  Washington  25, 
D.  C.  At  any  time  after  said  date,  the 
application,  as  filed  or  as  it  may  here¬ 
after  be  amended,  .may  be  granted  as 
provided  in  Rule  U-23  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act 
or  the  Commission  may  grant  exemption 
from  its  rules  as  provided  in  Rules  U-20 
(a)  and  U-100  or  take  such  other  action 
as  it  may  deem  appropriate. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

(P.  R.  Doc.  57-5778;  Filed,  July  16.  1957; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION 

(Declaration  of  Disaster  Area  159] 

Iowa 

DECLARATION  OF  DISASTER  AREA 

Whereas,  it  has  been  reported  that 
during  the  month  of  July  1957,  because 
of  the  effects  of  certain  disasters,  damage 
resulted  to  residences  and  business  prop¬ 
erty  located  in  certain  areas  in  the  State 
of  Iowa; 

Whereas,  the  Small  Business  Adminis¬ 
tration  has  investigated  and  has  received 
other  reports  of  investigations  of  condi¬ 
tions  in  the  areas  affected ; 

Whereas,  after  reading  and  evaluating 
reports  of  such  conditions,  I  find  that  the 
conditions  in  such  areas  constitute  a 
catastrophe  within  the  purview  of  the 
Small  Business  Act  of  1953,  as  amended; 

Now,  therefore,  as  Administrator  of  the 
Small  Business  Administration,  I  hereby 
determine  that; 

1.  AppUcations  for  disaster  loans  un¬ 
der  the  provisions  of  section  207  (b)  (1) 
of  the  Small  Business  Act  of  1953,  as 
amended,  may  be  received  and  considered 
by  the  Offices  below  indicated  from  per¬ 
sons  or  firms  whose  property  situated  in 
the  following  County  (including  any 
areas  adjacent  to  said  County)  suffered 
damage  or  other  destruction  as  a  result 
of  the  catastrophe  hereinafter  referred 
to: 

County:  Calhoun  (tornado  occurring  on 
or  about  July  4). 


Offices:  Small  Business  Administration 
Regicmal  Office,  Federal  Office  Building,  21st 
Floor,  911  Walnut  Street,  Kansas  City  6,  Mo. 
Small  Business  Administration  Branch  Office. 
Federal  Office  Building,  Room  705,  15th  & 
Dodge  Streets,  Omaha  2,  Nebr. 

2.  No  special  field  offices  will  be  estab¬ 
lished  at  this  time. 

3.  Applications  for  disaster  loans  imder 
the  authority  of  this  Declaration  will  not 
be  accepted  subsequent  to  January  31, 
1958. 

Dated:  July  5, 1957. 

Wendell  B.  Barnes, 
Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-5779;  Filed.  July  16.  1957; 
8:47  a.  m.] 


1  Declaration  of  Disaster  Area  160] 

Michigan 

declaration  of  disaster  area 

Whereas,  it  has  been  reported  that 
during  the  month  of  July  1957,  because 
of  the  effects  of  certain  disasters,  dam¬ 
age  resulted  to  residences  and  business 
property  located  in  certain  areas  in  the 
State  of  Michigan; 

Whereas,  the  Small  Business  Adminis¬ 
tration  has  investigated  and  has  re¬ 
ceived  other  reports  of  investigations  of 
conditions  in  the  areas  affected; 

Whereas,  after  reading  and  evaluat¬ 
ing  reports  of  such  conditions,  I  find 
that  the  conditions  in  such  areas  con¬ 
stitute  a  catastrophe  within  the  purview 
of  the  Small  Business  Act  of  1953,  as 
amended; 

.  Now,  therefore,  as  Administrator  of 
the  Small  Business  Administration,  I 
hereby  determine  that: 

1.  Applications  for  disaster  loans  un¬ 
der  the  provisions  of  section  207  (b)  (1) 
of  the  Small  Business  Act  of  1953,  as 
amended,  may  be  received  and  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Office  below  indicated  from 
persons  or  firms  whose  property  situated 
in  the  following  counties  (including  any 
areas  adjacent  to  said  counties)  suffered 
damage  or  other  destruction  as  a  result 
of  the  catastrophe  hereinafter  referred 
to: 

Counties:  Livingston  and  Oakland  (tor¬ 
nado  occurring  on  or  about  July  4). 

Office:  Small  Business  Administration  Re¬ 
gional  Office,  U.  S.  Post  Office  &  Coiuthouse, 
Rooms  618,  620.  622,  211  W.  Congress  Street, 
Detroit  26,  Mich. 

2.  No  special  field  offices  will  be  estab¬ 
lished  at  this  time. 

3.  Applications  for  disaster  loans  un¬ 
der  the  authority  of  this  Declaration 
will  not  be  accepted  subsequent  to  Janu¬ 
ary  31,  1958. 

Dated:  July  5,  1957. 

Wendell  B.  Barnes, 
Administrator. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  57-5780:  Filed,  July  16,  1957; 

8:47  a.  m.] _ 


VETE^NS  ADMINISTRATION 

Chief  Medical  Director  et  al. 

DELEGATION  OF  AUTHORITY  TO 
ORDER  ADVERTISING 

In  the  Delegations  of  Authority,  a  new 
section  7  is  added  as  follows: 


Sec.  7.  Delegation  of  authority  to  the 
Chief  Medical  Director,  Managers  of 
Veterans  Administration  hospitals  and 
regional  oyices  with  medical  activities, 
and  Directors  of  Veterans  Administra^ 
tion  outpatient  clinics  to  order  advertis¬ 
ing.  Ethical  paid  announcements  of 
professional  opportunities  may  be  placed 
in  professional  journals,  or  other  profes¬ 
sional  recruiting  media,  for  the  recruit¬ 
ment  of  professional  personnel  in  the 
Department,  of  Medicine  and  Surgery, 
who  are  not  subject  to  Civil  Service  laws 
and  regulations.  Authority  to  order 
such  advertising  or  notice  is  hereby  dele¬ 
gated  to  the  CTilef  Medical  Director, 
Managers  of  Veterans  Administration 
hospitals  and  regional  offices  with  medi¬ 
cal  activities,  and  Directors  of  Veterans 
Administration  outpatient  clinics  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  12  of  the  act  of  August 
2,  1946,  Pubhc  Law  600,  79th  Congress. 

[SEAL]  J.  C.  Palmer, 

Assistant  Deputy  Administrator. 

[F.  R,  Doc.  57-5782;  Filed,  July  16.  1957; 

8:48  a.  m.]  _ 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Rev.  S.  O.  562,  Arndt.  2  to  Taylor’s  I.  C.  C. 

Order  86] 

Ft.  Worth  and  Denver  Railway  Co. 

REROUTING  OR  DIVERSION  OF  TRAFFIC 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Taylor’s 
I.  C.  C.  Order  No.  86  and  good  cause  ap¬ 
pearing  therefor; 

It  is  ordered,  'That : 

Taylor’s  I.  C.  C.  Order  No.  86,  be,  and 
it  is  hereby,  amended  by  substituting  the 
following  paragraph  (g)  for  paragraph 
(g)  thereof: 

(g)  Expiration  date:  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  p.  m.,  August  15,  1957, 
unless  otherwise  modified,  changed,  sus¬ 
pended  or  annulled. 

It  is  further  orderi^.  That  this  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  at  11:59 
p.  m.,  July  15,  1957,  and  that  this  order 
shall  be  served  upon  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads.  Car  Service  Divi¬ 
sion,  as  agent  of  all  railroads  subscribing 
to  the  car  service  and  per  diem  agree¬ 
ment  under  the  terms  of  that  agreement, 
and  by  filing  it  with  the  Director,  Divi¬ 
sion  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  July  9, 
1957. 

Interstate  Commerce 

COMMISSION. 

Charles  W.  Taylor, 

Agent. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-5785;  Filed,  July  16.  1957; 

8:48  s.  m.] 


[Notice  173] 

Motor  Carrier  Applications 

July  12, 1957. 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  special  rules  governing  notice 
of  filing  of  applications  by  motor  carriers 
of  property  or  passengers  and  by  brokers 
imder  sections  206,  209,  and  211  of  the 
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Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  certain 
other  procedursd  matters  with  respect 
thereto  (49  CPR  1.241). 

All  hearings  will  be  called  at  9:30 
o’clock  a.  m..  United  States  standard 
time  (or  9:30  o’clock  a.  m..  local  daylight 
saving  time,  if  that  time  is  observed), 
unless  otherwise  specified. 

Applications  Assigned  for  Oral  Hearing 

OR  Pre-Hearing  Conference 

MOIOR  CARRIERS  OP  PROPERTT 

No.  MC  1184  (Sub  No’.  9) ,  filed  July  1, 
1957,  GEORGE  P.  BURNETT  COM¬ 
PANY,  INC.,  P.  O.  Box  2538,  20450  West 
Irelvid  Road,  South  Bend  14,  Ind.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Walter  N.  Bieneman, 
Guardian  Building,  Detroit  26,  Mich. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Automobiles,  trucks  and  buses  (as 
defined  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  Ex  Parte  No.  MC-45),  in¬ 
cluding  parts  and  .accessories  when  mov¬ 
ing  at  the  same  time  and  with  the  ve¬ 
hicle  of  which  they  are  a  part  and  on 
which  they  are  to  be  installed,  in  sec¬ 
ondary  movements,  in  truckaway  and 
driveaway  service,  from  New  York,  N.  Y., 
Baltimore,  Md.,  and  South  Bend,  Ind., 
to  points  in  Maine,  'Vermont,  New 
Hampshire,  Massachusetts,  Connecticut, 
Rhode  Island,  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
New  Jersey,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  Kentucky.  Ohio,  Indi¬ 
ana.  Michigan,  Wisconsin,  Illinois.  Min¬ 
nesota,  Iowa,  North  Dakota,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  Nebraska,  St.  Louis.  Mo.,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia.  RESTRIcmON: 
Applied-for  authority  to  be  restricted  to 
transportation  of  vehicles  originally 
manufactiired  in  Stuttgart.  Germany. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  transport  sim¬ 
ilar  commodities  in  all  states  in  the 
United  States  and  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  except  Arizona,  Arkansas,  Califor¬ 
nia.  Colorado,  Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada, 
New  Mexico,  Oregon,  Texas,  Utah, 
Washington,  and  Wyoming. 

HEARING:  September  5.  1957,  at  the 
OflBces  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  John  McCarthy. 

No.  MC  3009  (Sub  No.  23) ,  filed  May 
17,  1957,  "WEST  BROTHERS,  INC.,  706 
'  East  Pine  Street,  Hattiesburg,  Miss. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Dudley  W.  Conner, 
Conner  Building,  Hattiesburg,  Miss.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  car- 
rier,  transporting:  General  commodities, 
except  those  of  unusual  value,  and  except 
Class  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  in  Practices  of  Motor 
Common  Carriers  of  Household  Goods, 
17  M.  C.  C.  467,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment,  (1) 
between  Birmingham,  Ala.,  and  Merid¬ 
ian,  Miss.,  over  U.  S.  Highway  11,  serv¬ 
ing  no  points  applicant  is  not  already 
authorized  to  serve,  as  an  alternate  route 
for  operating  convenience  only,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  applicant’s  authorized 
regular  route  operations;  and  (2)  be¬ 
tween  Birmingham,  Ala.,  and  Jackson, 
Miss.,  from  Birmingham  over  U.  S.  High¬ 
way  11  to  Meridian,  Miss.,  thence  over 
U.  S.  Highway  80  to  Jackson,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  no  points 
applicant  is  not  already  authorized  to 


serve,  as  an  alternate  route  for  operat¬ 
ing  convenience  only,  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  authorized  regular  route  op¬ 
erations. 

.Note:  Applicant  states  no  service  is  sought 
or  wUl  be  rendered  between  Birmingham  and 
Meridian  over  U.  S.  Highway  11.  Applicant 
Is  authorized  to  transport  similar  commodi¬ 
ties  in  Alabama,  Louisiana,  and  Mississippi. 

HEARING:  September  18, 1957,  at  the 
Robert  E.  Lee  Hotel,  Jackson,  Miss.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  14,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Richard  H.  Roberts. 

No.  MC  3009  (Sub  No.  24) .  filed  May  27, 
1957,  WEST  BROTHERS,  INC.,  706  East 
Pine  Street,  Hattiesburg,  Miss.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Dudley  W.  Conner,  Con¬ 
ner  Building,  Hattiesburg,  Miss.  For  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value.  Class  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment,  between 
Meridian,  Miss.,  and  Safford  and  Wagar- 
ville,  Ala.,  as  follows:  (1)  from  Meridian 
over  Mississippi  Highway  19  to  the  Mis- 
sissippi-Alabama  State  line,  thence  over 
Alabama  Highway  10  to  Pine  Hill,  Ala., 
thence  over  Alabama  Highway  5  to  Saf¬ 
ford,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points,  including 
the  plant  site  of  the  Marathon  Corpora¬ 
tion  near  Naheola,  Ala,;  (2)  from  Cathe¬ 
rine,  Ala.,  over  Alabama  Highway  28  to 
junction  Alabama  Highway  79,  thence 
over  Alabama  Highway  79  to  junction 
Alabama  Highway  10  at  or  near  Nanafa- 
lia,  Ala.,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  (3)  from 
Pine  Hill,  Ala.,  over  Alabama  Highway  5 
to  Wagarville,  Ala.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  and  (4)  from  Thomasville,  Ala., 
over  U.  S.  Highway  43  to  junction  Ala¬ 
bama  Highway  10  at  or  near  Dixons  Mills, 
Ala.,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points.'  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  transport  similar 
commodities  in  Alabama,  Louisiana,  and 
Mississippi. 

Note;  Any  duplication  with  present  au¬ 
thority  to  be  eliminated. 

HEARING:  September  18, 1957,  at  the 
Robert  E,  Lee  Hotel,  Jackson,  Miss.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  14,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Richard  H.  Roberts. 

No.  MC  8544  (Sub  No.  16),  (Amended) 
filed  June  1, 1957,  GALVESTON  TRUCK 
LINE  CORPORATION,  6844,  Navigation 
Boulevard,  Houston  11,  Tex.  For  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities,  except  those  of 
unusual  value.  Class  A  and  B  explosives, 
liquid  commodities  in  bulk,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commisssion, 
livestock,  and  commodities  requiring 
special  equipment,  between  points  in 
Wisconsin,  Michigan,  Illinois,  Missouri, 
Iowa,  Indiana,  Ohio,  Nebraska,  Kansas, 
Arkansas,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  Lduisiana, 
Mississippi,  Tennessee,  Kentucky,  and 
Alabama. 

Note:  Applicant  states:  *’It  desires  to 
inform  the  Commission  that  if .  common 


carriers  of  property  by  motor  Tehlcle 
presently  attempting  to  serve  the  area  for 
which  application  for  permanent  authority 
is  hereby  made,  shall  herein  advise  the 
Commission  that  he,  they  or  it  will  render 
service,  Including  pickup  and  delivery  serv¬ 
ice,  to  each  and  every  person,  firm,  partner¬ 
ship,  or  corporation  requesting  or  requiring 
such  service,  within  the  scope  of  his,  their 
or  its  certiflcate(s)  or  convenience  and 
necessity,  without  regard  to  finy  legal  or 
illegal,  bona  fide  or  otherwise,  strike  or 
other  labor  dispute  or  disturbance,  of  any 
kind  of  nature,  unless  such  carriers  are 
physically  prevented  from  so  doing,  or  with¬ 
out  regard  as  to  whether  or  not  demand  is 
made  upon  him.  them  or  it  to  deny  or  restrict 
service  to  any  person,  firm,  partnership  or 
corporation  by  any  association,  union, 
federation  or  other  combination.-  which 
might  be  or  claim  to  be  the  representative, 
whether  same  be  true  or  not.  and  whether 
duly  certified  or  not.  and  whether  or  not 
such  demand  to  deny  or  restrict  such  serv¬ 
ice  to  such  person,  firm,  partnership  or  cor¬ 
poration  by  such  association,  union,  federa¬ 
tion  or  other  combination  be  under  and  by 
virtue  of  pre-existing  arrangement,  whether 
written,  oral  or  otherwise:  and  further,  that 
he,  they  or  it  shall  thereafter  expressly  waive 
the  beneficial  provisions  contained  in  sec¬ 
tion  212  (a)  of  Part  II  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act;  that  Applicant.  GALVESTON 
TRUCK  LINE  CXDRPORATION.  shall  there¬ 
after  amend  this  application  as  will  there¬ 
after  seek  or  request  only  such  authority  as 
will  assure  to  each  individual  of  the  ship¬ 
ping  public  continuous  and  adequate  service 
without  regard  to  any  such  limitations  or 
restrictions  enumerated  above.” 

Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  oper- 
tions  in  Texas,  Oklahoma,  Ohio,  Kansas, 
Arkansas  and  Missouri. 

Note:  The  effect  of  the  amendment  Is  to 
also  exclude  the  transportation  of  commodi¬ 
ties  requiring  special  equipment,  in  addition 
to  those  other  named  commodities  excepted. 

PRE-HEARING  CONFERENCE:  The 
pre-hearing  conference  in  the  above-en¬ 
titled  proceeding  previously  assigned  on 
July  16.  1957,  at  the  Offices  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.  C.,  with  Examiner  B.  E.  Stillwell 
presiding  is  cancelled,  and  the  applica¬ 
tion  assigned  for  pre-hearing  conference 
on  August  27,  1957,  at  9:30  o’clock  a.  m.. 
United  States  standard  time  (or  9:30 
o’clock  a.  m.,  local  daylight  saving  time,  if 
that  time  is  observed),  at  the  Baker 
Hotel,  Dallas,  Tex.,  with  Commissioner 
Everett  Hutchinson  presiding. 

No.  MC  28439  (Sub  No.  76),  filed  June 
20,  1957,  DAILY  MOTOR  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  Pitt  and  Penn  Streets,  Carlisle,  Pa. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  James  E.  Wilson, 
Perpetual  Building.  1111  E  Street  NW., 
Washington  4,  D.  C.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Farm  and  in¬ 
dustrial  tractors,  and  farm  and  indus¬ 
trial  machinery,  from  Minneapolis, 
Minn.,  and  points  within  10  miles  there¬ 
of,  to  points  in  Pennsylvania,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  New  York,  Delaware.  Maryland, 
Virginia,  District  of  Columbia,  Maine, 
Massachusetts.  Connecticut,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  New  Hampshire  and  West  Virginia. 
Duplication  of  authority  should  be  elimi¬ 
nated.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  operations  in  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Michigan,  Ohio,  Kentucky,  North  Caro¬ 
lina.  Tennessee,  Wisconsin,  Mississippi, 
Massachusetts,  Pennsylvania,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Maryland,  New  York,  North  Caro- 
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Una,  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Vermont, 
New  Jersey,  Delaware,  Rhode  Island, 
Virginia,  Georgia,  South  Carolina,  Iowa, 
Horida,  Missouri,  Arkansas,  Louisiana, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Nebraska, 
Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and 

HEARING:  September  13, 1957,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com* 
mission,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  John  McCarthy. 

No.  MC  29886  (Sub  No.  103) ,  filed  June 

14. 1957,  DALLAS  &  MAVIS  FORWARD¬ 
ING  CO.,  INC.,  4000  West  Sample  Street, 
South  Bend  21,  Ind.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Charles  M.  Pieroni,  523  Johnson 
Building,  Muncie,  Ind.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Power 
thovels  and  parts  thereof  when  moving 
with  the  complete  shovel,  from  Findlay, 
Ohio,  to  all  points  in  the  ynited  States. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  transport  sim¬ 
ilar  commodities  throughout  the  United 

HEARING:  September  11, 1957,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Conunerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  John  McCarthy. 

No.  MC  29886  (Sub  No.  104) ,  filed  July 
1,  1957,  DALLAS  &  MAVIS  FORWARD¬ 
ING  CO.,  INC.,  4000  West  Sample  Street, 
South  Bend  21,  Ind.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Walter  N.  Bieneman,  Guardian 
Building,  Detroit  26,  Mich.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Automo¬ 
biles,  trucks  and  buses  (as  defined  in  De¬ 
scriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates, 
Ex  Parte  No.  MC-45),  including  parts 
and  accessories  when  moving  at  the 
same  time  and  with  the  vehicle  of  which 
they  are  a  part  and  on  which  they  are 
to  installed,  in  secondary  movements, 
in  truckaway  and  driveaway  service, 
from  South  Bend,  Ind.,  to  points  in 
Kansas,  Oklahoma,  Colorado,  Wyoming, 
and  Montana,  and  the  points  of  St.  Louis 
and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  Philadelphia, 
Pa.  RESTRKjnON:  applied-for  au¬ 
thority  to  be  restricted  to  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  vehicles  originally  manufac¬ 
tured  in  Stuttgart,  Germany.  Applicant 
is  authorized  to  transport  similar  com¬ 
modities  throughout  the  United  States. 

HEARING:  September  5,  1957,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  John  McCarthy. 

No.  MC  30837  (Sub  No.  226) ,  filed  June 

25. 1957,  KENOSHA  AUTO  TRANSPORT 
CORPORA'nON,  4519  76th  Street, 
Kenosha,  Wis.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Paul  F.  Sullivan,  Sundial  House,  1821 
Jefferson  Place,  Washington  6,  D.  C. 
For  .authority  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Motor  vehicles,  (not  -including 
trailers) ,  in  initial  movements,  in  truck¬ 
away  service,  from  Kenosha,  Wis.,  to 
points  in  that  part  of -Wyoming  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ne- 
braska-Wyoming  State  line  near  Van 
Tassell,  Wyo.,  and  extending  along  U.  S. 
Highway  20  to  Shoshoni,  Wyo.,  thence 
along  Wyoming  Highway  789  to  River¬ 
ton,  Wyo.,  thence  along  U.  S.  Highway  26 
to  junction  U.  S.  Highway  287,  thence 
along  U.  S.  Highway  287  to  Moran,  Wyo., 
thence  along  U.'S.  Highway  187  to  junc¬ 
tion  Wyoming  Highway  22,  and  thence 


along  Wyoming  Highway  22  to  the 
Idaho-Wyoming  State  line.  Applicant 
is  authorized  to  transport  similar  com¬ 
modities  throughout  the  United  States. 

Note:  Applicant  bas  authority  in  Cer¬ 
tificate  No.  MC  30837,  dated  April  15,  1955,  to 
transport  new  automobiles,  new  chassis, 
new  bodies,  and  parts  thereof,  in  initial 
movements,  in  truckaway  service,  from 
Kenosha,  Wis.,  to  points  in  that  part  of 
Wyoming  north  of  the  above-described  line; 
however,  the  current  description  of  the  sub¬ 
ject  line  is  as  shown  above.  Duplication 
with  present  authority  to  be  eliminated. 

HEARING:  September  26,  1957,  in 
Room  852,  U.  S.  Custom  House.  610  South 
Canal  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Exam- 
iher  James  I.  Carr. 

No.  MC  37926  (Sub  No.  9) .  filed  June  18, 
1957,  RUSSELL  HARRISON  WRIGHT, 
doing  business  as  R.  H.  WRIGHT,*  Main 
Street,  Greensboro,  Md.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Poultry 
and  cow  manure,  poultry  by-products, 
crab  meal  and  bone  meal,  from  the  plant 
of  Melson  Fertilizer  Co.,  Inc.  at  or  near 
Georgetown,  Del.,  to  points  in  Virginia, 
Delaware,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  those 
in  New  York  on  and  south  of  U.  S.  High¬ 
way  20  and  those  in  Pennsylvania  on  and 
east  of  U.  S.  Highway  220. 

HEARING:  September  19, 1957,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  John  McCarthy. 

No.  MC  38541  (Sub  No.  9) ,  filed  June 
20,  1957,  DENNIS  E.  WHITE,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  WHITE  MOTOR  EXPRESS,  713 
Pourth*Avenue,  South,  Nashville,  Tenn. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Charles  H.  Hud¬ 
son,  Jr.,  407  Broadway  Nat’l.  Bank 
Building,  Nashville,  Tenn.  For  author¬ 
ity  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities,  except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Class  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment,  between 
Louisville,  Ky.,  and  Nashville,  Tenn., 
from  Louisville  over  U.  S.  Highway  31-W 
to  Nashville,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  the  intermediate  point  of 
R-anklin,  Ky.,  and  points  within  five 
miles  of  Franklin,  Ky.,  as  off-route 
points.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  similar  operations  in  Kentucky  and 
7ciin0SS00  * 

HEARING:  September  11,  1957,  at  the 
Kentucky  Hotel,  Louisville,  Ky.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  25,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  Richard  H.  Roberts. 

No.  MC  42329  (Sub  No.  134) ,  filed  April 

24, 1957,  HAYES  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC., 
628  East  Adams,  Springfield,  Ill.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Edward  G.  Bazelon,  39 
South  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago  3.  IlL  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  irregtilar  routes,  transporting: 
Meat  and  Packing  House  Products,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  from  Spr^- 
field,  HI.,  to  points  in  Massachusetts, 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey, 
Maryland.  Louisiana.  Texas.  Alabama, 
Georgia,  North  Carolina.  South  (Carolina 
and  Florida.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
conduct  operations  in  Missouri,  Iowa. 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Ohio,  Kentucky,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  and  Michigan. 


HEARING:  September  18, 1957,  at  the 
U.  S.  Court  Rooms  and  Federal  Building. 
Springfield  HL,  before  Examiner  James 
L  Carr.  ' 

No.  MC  45386  (Sub  No.  5) ,  filed  June 

21, 1957,  BEE  UNE  ’TRUCK  DISPATCH, 
a  Corporation,  2713  San  Pablo  Avenue, 
Oakland,  Calif.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Marvin  Handler,  465  California  Street, 
San  Francisco  4,  Calif.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Explosives, 
from  Creed,  Calif.,  to  points  in  Wash¬ 
ington.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  trans¬ 
port  explosives  in  Arizona,  California, 
Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada,  New  Mexico, 
Oregon,  Utah,  and  Washington. 

HEARING:  September  9,  1957,  In 
Room  226,  Old  Mint  Building.  Fifth  and. 
Mission  Streets,  San  Francisco.  Calif., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  5.  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  F.-Roy  Linn. 

No.  MC  50132  (Sub  No.  27) .  filed  June 
20.  1957,  CENTRAL  &  SOUTHERN 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  312  West  Morris 
Street,  Casesrville,  HI.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Urea  (agricul¬ 
tural  grade),  in  bags,  from  Woodstock, 
Tenn.,  to  pohits  in  Arizona,  New  Mexico, 
and  California,  and  exempt  commodities, 
as  defined  by  the  Commi^ion,  on  return. 

HEARING:  September  16, 1957,  at  the 
U.  S.  District  Court  Rooms,  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  before  Examiner  Richard  H.  Rob¬ 
erts. 

No.  MC  60079  (Sub  No.  9),  filed  June 
20.  1957,  FARMERS  SERVICE  CENTER, 
doing  business  as  FARSCO  FREIGHT 
LINES,,  Wicomico  Church,  Va.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Glenn  F.  Morgan.  1006 
Warner  Building,  Washington  4,  D.  C. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities,  except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Class  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment.  between  Baltimore,  Md.  and  the 
junction  of  U.  S.  Highway  301  and  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  3  over  U.  S.  Highway  301 
serving  the  intermediate  point  of  Owens, 
Va.  and  the  off-route  point  of  Dahlgren, 
Va.;  empty  containers  or  other  such  in- 
cid^tal  facilities  (not  specified)  on  re¬ 
turn.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct 
operations  in  Maryland,  Virginia,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  New  Jersey,  Delaware,  New 
York.  Ohio,  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  by  this  application  seeks  authority 
to  serve  over  a  direct  route  points  it  al¬ 
ready  is  authorized  to  serve. 

HEARING:  September  11, 1957,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  226. 

No.  MC  82449,  filed  February  12,  1936, 
A.  H.  CORNWELL,  Arthur.  HI.,  RE¬ 
OPENED  FOR  ORAL  HEARING  solely 
to  determine  whether  applicant  has  been 
engaged  as  a  common  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  on  June  1,  1935  and  con¬ 
tinuously  since,  in  the  transportation  of : 
Compressed  oxygen  acetylene,  nitrogen,  . 
hydrogen,  and  other  commercial  gases, 
in  tanks  or  cylinders,  and  empty  tanks 
or  cylinders,  between  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Arthur  and  Decatur,  HI. 
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HEARING:  September  17. 1957,  at  the 
U.  S.  Court  Rooms,  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  21,  or,  if  the 
Joint  Board  wsdves  its  right  to  partici¬ 
pate,  before  Examiner  James  I.  Carr. 

No.  MC  90760  (Sub  No.  14) ,  filed  June 
6,  1957,  RUSSELL  D.  ENOS,  1012  East 
Williams  Street,  Danville,  Ill.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Clyde  Meachum,  704— 
710  Baum  Building,  Danville,  HI.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  contract  car- 
rier,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(1)  Candy,  from  the  site  of  the  plant  of 
Fred  W.  Amend  Co.,  at  Danville,  Ill., 
to  Detroit,  Mich.,  Cleveland,  Ohio,  Pitts¬ 
burgh  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  Asbury 
Park,  Jersey  City,  Newark  and  Westville, 
N.  J.,  Baltimore,  Md.,  Washington,  D.  C., 
Viaterford  and  Albany.  N.  Y.,  points  in 
the  New  York,  N.  Y.  Commercial  Zone 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  E.  Hart¬ 
ford,  Conn.,  and  Boston  and  Summer¬ 
ville.  Mass.;  (2)  Cane  sugar,  in  100 
pound  bags,  from  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to  the 
site  of  the  plant  of  Fred  W.  Amend  Co., 
at  Danville,  HI.  Applicant  is  authorized 
to  conduct  operations  in  Indiana,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Wisconsin,  Michigan,  Tennessee, 
Kentucky,  Ohio,  and  Missouil. 

HEARING:  September  19,  1957,  at  the 
U.  S.  Court  Rooms  and  F^eral  Build¬ 
ing,  Springfield,  HI.,  before  Examiner 
James  I.  Carr. 

No.  MC  92722  (Sub  No.  13) .  file^  July 
1,  1957,  ROBERT  R.  WALKER,  INC., 
1818  West  Sample  Street,  South  Bend, 
Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Walter  N. 
Bieneman,  Guardian  Building,  Detroit 
26,  Mich.  For  authority  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Automobiles,  trades  and 
buses  (as  defined  in  Descriptions  in  Mo¬ 
tor  Carrier  Certificates,  Ex  Parte  No. 
MC-45),  including  parts  and  accessories 
when  moving  at  the  same  time  and  with 
the  vehicle  of  which  they  are  a  part  and 
on  which  they  are  to  be  installed,  in 
secondary  movements,  in  truckaway  and 
driveaway  service,  from  New  Orleans, 
La.,  and  South  Bend,  Ind.,  to  points  in 
Texas,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Alabama, 
Georgia,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Tennessee.  Arkansas,  Oklahoma, 
Kansas,  Missouri,  Kentucky,  Illinois  and 
Indiana.  RESTRICTION :  Applied-for 
authority  to  be  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  vehicles  originally  manu¬ 
factured  in  Stuttgart,  Germany.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  transport  similar 
commodities  in  Alabama,  Arizona,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  California,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Hlinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
^fississippi,  Missouri,  Montana,  New 
Mexico,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Pennsylvania,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  Texas,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Wisconsin,  and  Wyoming. 

HEARING:  September  5,  1957,  at  the 
OflBces  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before 
Examiner  John  McCarthy. 

No.  MC  92983  (Sub  No.  231),  filed 
June  24,  1957,  ELDON  MILLER.  INC., 
330  East  Washington  Street,  Iowa  City, 
Iowa.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Sugar,  in  bulk,  (1)  from 
points  in  Michigan,  Nebraska,  Utah, 


Colorado,  Idaho,  Louisiana,  and  Wash¬ 
ington,  to  Omaha.  Nebr.,  and  St.  Ber¬ 
nard,  Ohio;  and  (2)  between  Omaha, 
Nebr.,  and  St.  Bernard,  Ohio.  Applicant 
is  authorized  to  transport  liquid  sugar, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  in  Iowa,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Kansas,  Nebraska,  Texas,  and 
Louisiana. 

HEARING:  September  27,  1957,  in 
Room  852,  U.  S.  Custom  House.  610  South 
Canal  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  James  I.  Carr. 

No.  MC  92983  (Sub  No.  234) ,  filed  June 
27, 1957,  ELDON  MILLER,  INC.,  330  East 
Washington  Street,  Iowa  City,  Iowa.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Liquid  detergents,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  Calvert  City  (Marshall 
County) ,  Ky.,  and  points  within  ten  (10) 
miles  *  thereof .  to  points  in  Alabama. 
Georgia,  Hlinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri, 
North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Tennessee,  Texas, 
West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin. 

HEARING:  September  13, 1957,  at  the 
Kentucky  Hotel,  Louisville,  Ky.,  before 
Examiner  Richard  H.  Roberts. 

No.  MC  93890  (Sub  No.  14),  filed  July 
1. 1967,  McDOWALL  TRANSPORT.  INC., 
P.  O.  Box  3231,  Orlando,  Fla.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Walter  N.  Bieneman, 
Guardian  Building.  Detroit  26,  Mich. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Automobiles,  trucks  and  buses  (as 
defined  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  Ex  Parte  No.  MC-45),  in¬ 
cluding  parts  and  accessories  when  mov¬ 
ing  at  the  same  time  and  with  the  ve¬ 
hicle  of  which  they  are  a  part  and  on 
which  they  are  to  be  installed,  in  sec¬ 
ondary  movements,  in  truckaway  and 
driveaway  service,  from  Jacksonville, 
Fla.,  to  points  in  Florida,  Alabama, 
Georgia,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  Kentucky,  West  Virginia, 
Ohio  and  Indiana.  RESTRICTTION: 
Applied-for  authority  to  be  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  vehicles  orig¬ 
inally  manufactured  in  Stuttgarf,  Ger¬ 
many.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  trans¬ 
port  similar  commodities  in  Florida, 
Hlinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Michigan, 
and  Ohio. 

HEARING:  September  5,  1957,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  John  McCarthy. 

No.  MC  102401  (Sub  No.  1),  filed  May 
3,  1957,  TAYLOR  HEAVY  HAULING, 
INC.,  412  East  Tutt  Street,  South  Bend. 
Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Ferdinand 
Born,  708  Chamber  of  Commerce  Build¬ 
ing,  Indianapolis  4,  Ind.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Aluminum 
sash  and  frames,  restricted  so  that  only 
shipments  8  feet  in  height  or  greater  will 
be  transported,  from  Niles,  Mich.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States,  including 
the  District  of  Columbia,  but  excluding 
Michigan,  and  empty  containers  or  other 
such  incidental  facilities  (not  specified) 
used  in  transporting  the  commodities 
specified  in  this  application  on  return 
movements. 

HEARING:  September  11, 1957,  at  the 
U.  S.  Court  Rooms,  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
before  Examiner  James  I.  Carr. 


No.  MC  104481  (Sub  No.  8) .  filed  June 
19.  1957,  MOORMAN  TRUCKING  COM¬ 
PANY,  me.,  125  West  Allen  Street, 
Bloomington,  Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Robert  C.  Smith,  512  Hlinois  Building 
Indianapolis  4,  Ind.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Building 
materials,  as  described  in  Appendix  VI 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificate,  61  M.  C.  C.  209,  from 
the  site  of  the  National  Gypsum  Com¬ 
pany  plant  near  East  Shoals  (Raney 
Spur),  Ind.,  (on  U.  S.  Highway  50)  to 
points  in  Tennessee  and  points  in  Au¬ 
drain.  Bollinger,  Boone,  Butler,  Calla¬ 
way,  Cape  Girardeau.  Carter,  Clark,  Cole, 
Oawford,  Dent.  Dunklin,  Franklin,  Gas¬ 
conade,  Iron,  Jefferson,  Lewis.  Lincoln, 
Madison,  Maries,  Marion,  Mississipin, 
Monroe,  Montgomery,  New  Madrid. 
Osage,  Perry,  Pemiscot,  Phelps,  Pike, 
Ralls,  Resmolds,  Ripley.  St.  Charles,  St 
Francois,  Ste.  Genevieve,  Scott,  Shan¬ 
non,  Shelby,  Stoddard,  Warren,  Wash¬ 
ington  and  Vl&yne  Counties,  Mo.;  and 
rejected  and  damaged  shipments  of  the 
commodities  specified  from  the  above 
destination  territory  to  the  site  of  the 
National  Gypsum  Company  plant  near 
East  Shoals  (Raney  Spur) ,  Ind.,  on  re¬ 
turn.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  trans¬ 
port  similar  conunodities  in  Hlinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Missouri, 
New  York,  Ohio,  and  Wisconsin. 

.  HEARING:  September  11,  1957,  at  the 
U.  S.  Court  Rooms,  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
before  Examiner  James  I.  Carr. 

No.  MC  107227  (Sub  No.  50) ,  filed  May 
22,  1957,  INSURED  TRANSPORTERS, 
INC.,  251  Park  Street,  San  Leandro, 
Calif.  Applicant’s  attorney:  John  G. 
Lyons,  Mills  Tower,  San  Francisco  4, 
Calif.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Trucks,  truck  tractors,  and 
truck  chassis,  in  initial  movements,  in 
truckaway  service,  from  Seattle,  Wash., 
to  points  in  the  United  States  except 
points  in  Montana,  Washington,,  that 
part  of  Idaho  north  of  and  including 
Idaho  County,  and  that  part  of  Oregon 
north  of  and  including  Lane,  Deschutes, 
Crook,  Grant,  and  Baker  Counties,  and 
damaged  shipments  of  the  above-de¬ 
scribed  units  on  return.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  conduct  operations 
throughout  the  United  States. 

HEARING:  September  5,  1957,  In 
Room  226,  Old  Mint  Building,  Fifth  and 
Mission  Streets,  San  Francisco,  Calif., 
before  Examiner  F.  Roy  Linn. 

No.  MC  107227  (Sub  No.  51) ,  filed  June 
24,  1957,  INSURED  TRANSPORTERS, 
INC.,  251  Park  Street,  San  Leandro. 
Calif.  Applicant’s  attorney:  John  G. 
Lyons,  Mills  Tower,  San  Francisco  4, 
Calif.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Motor  vehicles,  excepting 
trailers  other  than  government  owned 
compressed  gas  trailers  empty  or  loaded 
with  compressed  gas  (other  than  lique¬ 
fied  petroleum  gas) ,  in  secondary  move¬ 
ments,  in  truckaway  service,  between 
points  in  Nevada,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Arizona,  New  Mex¬ 
ico  and  Texas*.  Applicant  is  authorized 
to  transport  motor  vehicles  throughout 
the  United  States. 
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HEARING:  September  5,  1957,  in  Salt  Lake  City.  Utah,  Denver,  Colorado,  nia,  in  bulk,  in  tanir  vehicles,  from  North 
Boom  226,  Old  Mint  Building,  Fifth  and  and  points  in  California,  Washington.  Pekin,  HI.,  and  points  within  10  miles  of 
Mission  Streets,  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  and  Oregon;  damaged  shipments  of  the  North  Pekin,  to  points  in  Indiana,  Iowa, 
before  Examiner  F.  Roy  Linn.  above-named  commodities  and  empty  Kentucky  and  Missouri,  Empty  con- 

No.  MC  107227  (Sub  No.  53),  filed  containers  or  other  such  incidental  facil-  tainers  or  other  such  incidental  facili- 
June  26,  1957,  INSURED  TRANSPORT*  ities  inot  specified)  used  in  transporting  ties  (not  specified),  used  in  transporting 
ERS,  INC.,  251  Park  Street,  San  Leandro,  the  comnu^ties  on  return.  Applicant  is  the  commodity  specified,  on  return.  Ap- 
Calif.  Applicant’s  attorney:  John  O.  authorized  to  conduct  operations  in  New  plicant  is  authorized  to  transport  pe- 
Lyons,  Mills  Tower,  San  Francisco  4,  Mexico,  Kansas,  Arizona,  Texas,  Cali*  troleum  and  petroleum  products  from 
Calif.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a  fornia,  Colorado,  Illinois,  Minnesota,  and  to  points  in  Kentucky,  Indiana,  Ten* 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  South  Dakota,  and  nessee,  and  Illinois, 
transporting:  (1)  Trailers,  except  those  Iowa.  HEARING:  September  19, 1957,  at  the 

designed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger  auto*  HEARING:  September  12,  1957,  at  the  U.  S.  Court  Rooms  and  Federal  Building, 
mobiles,  in  initial  movements,  in  truck*  U.  S.  Court  Rooms,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  Springfield,  HI.,  before  Examiner  James 
away  service,  from  Berkeley,  Calif.,  to  before  Examiner  James  I.  Carr.  I.  Carr. 

points  in  the  United  States,  excepting  No.  MC  108678  (Sub  No.  14) ,  filed  May  No.  MC  109637  (Sub  No.  49) ,  filed 
points  in  Arizona,  California,  Colorado,  6,  1957,  LIQUID  TRANSPORT  CORP.,  June  20,  1957,  GASOLINE  TRANSPORT 
Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  450  West  Troy  Avenue,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  CO.,  a  Corporation,  4107  Bells  Lane, 
Oregon,  Texas,  Utah,  and  Washington,  Applicant’s  attorney:  William  J.  Guen-  Louisville  11,  Ky.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
and  damaged  shipments  of  trailer^  on  ther,  1511-14  Fletcher  Trust  Building,  H.  T.  Willis,  Kentucky  Home  Life  Build* 
return;  and  (2)  trucks,  in  secondary  Indianapolis,  Ind.  For  authority  to  ing,  Louisville,  Ky.  For  authority  to 
movements,  in  truckaway  service,  from  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  over  irreg-  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irreg- 
Berkeley,  Calif.,  to  points  in  the  United  ular  routes,  transporting;  Crude  coal  tar  ular  routes,  transporting:  Acids  and 
States,  excepting  points  in  Arizona,  Cali*  and  crude  coal  tar  oil  products,  in  bulk,  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
fornia,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Montana,  Ne-  in  tank  vehicles,  between  points  in  Louisville,  Ky.,  and  points  within  ten 
vada.  New  Mexico,  Oregon.  Utah,  Wash-  Marion  County,  Ind.,  on  the  one  hand,  CIO)  miles  thereof,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
ington  and  Wyoming,  and  damaged  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Illinois,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
shipments  of  trucks  on  return.  Appli-  Michigan,  Ohio,  Kentucky,  and  West  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Maryland,  Michigan, 
cant  is  authorized  to  transport  similar  Virginia.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  Mississippi,  Missouri.  Nebraska,  New 
commodities  throughout  the  United  transport  similar  commodities  in  Indi*  York.  North  Carolina,  C^io,  Pennsyl- 
States. ,  ana,  Louisiana,  and  Ohio.  vania.  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Vir- 

HEARING:  September  5,  1957,  in  HEARING:  September  9,  1957,  at  the  ginia.  West  Virginia  and  Wisconsin.  Ap- 
Room  226,  Old  Mint  Building,  Fifth  and  u.  S.  Court  Rooms,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  plicant  is  authorized  to  transport  Petro* 
Mission  Streets.  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  before  Examiner  James  I.  Carr.  leum  ahd  petroleum  products  in  Illinois, 

before  Examiner  F.  Roy  Linn.  No.  MC  109352  (Sub  No.  2) ,  filed  June  Indiana.  Kentucky,  Ohio,  and  Tennessee 

No.  MC  107640  (Sub  No.  35) .  filed  May  21, 1957,^ELTZABETH  JANE  ATKINSON,  HEARING:  September  9, 1957,  at  11 :0C 
31,  1957,  MIDWEST  TRANSFER  COM-  doing  business  as  W.  HUNTER  ATKIN-  o’clock  a.  m.,  at  the  Kentucky  Hotel 
PANY  OP  ILLINOIS,  7000  South  Pulaski  SON,  Cresson  and  Kingsley  Streets,  Phil-  Louisville,  Ky.,  before  Examiner  Richard 
Road,  Chicago  29,  HI.  Applicant’s  at-  adelphia  27,  Pa.  Applicant’s  attorney:  H.  Roberts. 

tomey :  Charles  W.  Singer,  1825  Jefferson  Manuel  Sidkoff,  Suite  1212-1225,  1528  No.  MC  109677  (Sub  No.  13) ,  filed  June 
Place  NW.,  Washington  6,  D.  C.  For  au-  Walnut  Street,  Philadelphia  2,  Pa.  For  18,  1957,  PORT  EDWARD  EXPRESS 
thority  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  authority  to  operate  as  a  contract  car-  CO.,  INC.,  Route  9,  Saratoga  Road.  Port 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  rier,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Edward,  N.  Y.  Applicant’s  attorney; 
Building,  roofing  and  insulating  materi-  Knocked  doum  cartons  and  empty  con-  Harold  G^Hemly,  1624  Eye  Street  NW. 
als  (as  more  fully  described  in  the  appli-  tainers,  from  Pettys  Island.  N.  J..  to  Washington  6,  D.  C.  For  authority  tc 
cation) ,  in  straight  or  mixed  shipments,  McKees  Rocks,  Pa.  Applicant  is  author-  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregu- 
from  Waukegan,  HI.,  to  points  in  Nebras-  ized  to  transport  empty  containers  from  lar  routes,  transporting:  Lignon  liquor 
ka,  Minnesota,  North  Dakota,  South  Butler  and  McKees  Rocks,  Pa.,  to  the  in  bulk,  in  ttink  vehicles,  from  Corinth 
Dakota,  Pennsylvania  and  that  portion  of  above-specified  origin  point.  N.  Y.  to  Baltimore  and  Leslie.  Md.,  Cam- 

New  York  on  and  west  of  New  York  High-  HEARING:  September  20,  1957,  at  the  bridge.  Mass.,  Philadelphia,  Plymoutt 
way  98,  and  empty  containers  or  other  Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com-  Meeting,  Lancaster,  Moimt  Union  anc 
such  incidental  facilities  (not  specified)  mission,  Washington.  D.  C.,  before  Morrisville,  Pa.,  Jackson.  Niles  and 
used  in  transporting  the  commodities  Examiner  John  McCarthy.  Black  Pork,  Ohio,  and  the  ports  of  entn 

specified  on  return.  Applicant  is  author-  No.  MC  109451  (Sub  No.  74) ,  filed  May  on  the  international  boundary  line  be- 
ized  to  transport  similar  commodities  as  9,  1957,  ECOPP  'TRUCKING,  INC.,  112  tween  the  United  States  anti  Canada  ai 
a  contract  carrier  in  HUnois,  Michigan,  Merrill  Street,  Portville,  Ind.  Appli-  Champlain  and  Rouses  Point,  N.  Y.  Ap- 
Indiana,  Ohio.  Wisconsin,  Missouri,  Ken-  cant’s  attorney:  William  J.  Guenther,  plicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  opera- 
tucky,  Iowa,  Nebraska,  Pennsylvania,  1511-14  Fletcher  Trust  Building,  Indian-  tions  in  New  York,  New  Jersey,  anc 
West  Virginia,  and  Minnesota.  apolis,  Ind.  For  authority  to  operate  as  Maine. 

Note:  Applicant  has  filed  an  application  ^  contract  carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  HEARING:  September  12,  1957,  at  th( 
as  a  common  carrier  for  the  same  authority  transporting ;  Chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  Offices  of  the'Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
as  requested  above,  which  has  been  assigned  vehicles,  from  Anderson,  Ind.,  to  points  mission,  Washington,  D.  C..  before  Ex- 
Docket  No.  MC  114021  (Sub  No.  4) .  in  Illinois,  Kentucky,  Ohio,  and  the  lower  aminer  John  McCarthy. 

HEARING'  September  25  1957  in  Peninsula  of  Michigan.  Acids,  in  bulk.  No.  MC  169682  (Sub  No.  21),  filed  Jul: 

Room  852.  U.S.  Custom  House’,  610  S^uth  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  1.  1957.  BOLIN  DRTVEAWAY  CO.,  i 
Canal  Street  Chicago  Ill  before  Exam,  i'®  Points  in  Hhnois.  Applicant  is  au-  Corporation,  26400  Lakeland  Boulevard 
iner  James  I  Carr  ’  ’  thorized  to  conduct  similar  operations  Cleveland  32,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  attor 

No.  MC  108053  (Sub  No.  16) ,  flled  May  Mi^url^  Michigan,  niinois.  ney;  Walter  N.  Blene^,  Guardlai 

8  1957  LITTLE  AUDREY’S  'TRANS-  Wisconsin,  Kentucky,  Georgia,  Building,  Detroit  26,  Mich.  For  author 

PORTA'TION  <X)MPANY  INC  P  O  Box  Tennessee,  West  Virginia,  Pennsylvania,  ity  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  ove 
310,  Fremont,  Nebr.  AppUcaifs  alter-  toeeular  routes,  transporhng:  Aut(^ 

ney  Erie  W  Francis  214  West  Sixth  HEARING:  September  5,  1957,  at  the  biles,  trucks  and  buses  (as  defined  ii 

Strret,  Topeka,  Kans.  ’  For  authority  to  Court  Roo^,  Indtoapolis,  Ind.,  Descriptiotu  in  Motor  Gamer  Certifi 

operate  as  a  common  carrier  over  irreg-  Examiner  James  I.  Carr.  cates.  Ex  Parte  No.  MC-45) ,  includini 

Ular  routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  No.  MC  109637  (Sub  No.  45),  filed  June  parts  and  accessories  when  moving  a 

products  and  meof  byproducts*  dairy  3,  1957,  GASOLINE  TRANSPORT  CO.,  the  same  time  and  with  the  vehicle  o 
products  and  articles  distributed  by  meat  &  Corporation,  4107  Bells  Lane,  Louis-  which  they  are  a  paH  and  on  which  the; 
packing  houses,  as  defined  by  the  Com-  ville  11,  Ky.  For  authority  to  operate  are  to  be  installed,  in  secondary  move 
mission,  from  Louisville,  Ky.  and  points  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular  ments,  in  truckaway  and  driveawa 
in  Indiana  to  Reno  and  Las  Vegas,  Nev.,  routes,  transporting:  Anhydrous  ammo-  service,  from  New  York,  N.  Y.,  Baltimon 
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Md..  and  South  Bend.  Ind..  to  points  in 
New  York.  Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey, 
Delaware,  Maryland.  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia.  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
Kentucky,  Ohio,  Indiana  and  the  District 
of  Columbia.  RESTRICTION:  Applicd- 
lor  authority  to  be  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  vehicles  originally 
manufactured  in  Stuttgart.  Germany. 
Applicant  is  authorised  to  transport  sim¬ 
ilar  commodities  throughout  the  United 
States. 

HEARING:  September  5,  1957,  at  the 
CHBces  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Elx- 
aminer  John  McCarthy. 

No.  MC  110505  (Sub  No.  30),  filed 
June  20,  1957,  RINGUS  TRUCK  LINES, 
INC.,  601  South  Grant  Avenue,  Powler, 
Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Robert  C. 
Smith.  512  Illinois  Building.  Indianapo¬ 
lis  4,  Ind.  Por  authority  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Telescoping  and/or  Sold- 
ing  hleacher  gym  seats,  from  Rochester. 
Ind.,  to  points  in  the  United  States,  and 
damaged  and  rejected  shipments  of  the 
above-specified  commodities  from  points 
in  the  United  States  to  Rochester.  Ind. 

HEARING:  September  17,  1957,  at  the 
U.  8.  Court  Rooms,  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
before  Examiner  James  I.  Carr. 

No.  MC  110841  (Sub  No.  7).  filed  June 
20.  1957,  PORT  NORRIS  EXPRESS  CO., 
INC.,  Port  Norris,  N.  J.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Prank  B.  Hand.  Jr.,  Transporta¬ 
tion  Building,  Washington  6,  D.  C.  For 
authority  to  <H>erate  as  a  common  car- 
rier,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Soda  ash,  in  bulk,  in  dump  trucks,  from 
Cla3anont,  Del.,  and  points  within  ten 
miles  of  Clairmont,  to  points  in  Cumber¬ 
land  and  Salem  Counties,  N.  J.;  fluor¬ 
spar,  in  bulk,  in  dump  trucks,  from  Wil- 
min^n,  Del.,  and  points  within  ten 
miles  of  Wilmington,  to  points  in  Chim- 
berland  and  Salem  Coimties,  N.  J.;  lime, 
in  bulk,  in  dump  trucks,'  from  Thomas- 
ville.  Pa.,  and  points  within  ten  miles  of 
Thomasville,  to  points  in  Cumberland 
County,  N.  J.;  and  zinc  oxide,  in  bulk,  in 
dump  trucks,  from  Palmerton,  Pa.,  and 
points  within  ten  miles  of  Palmerton, 
to  points  in  Cumberland  County,  N.  J. 

HEARINI^:  September  16,  1957,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  John  McCarthy. 

No.  MC  111159  (Sub  No.  38),  filed 
Aprfi  29,  1957,  MILLER  .PETROLEUM 
TRANSPOR'TERS,  LTD.,  a  corporation, 
^  O.  Box  1123,  Jackson,  Miss.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Phineas  Stevens,  Suite 
900  Milner  Building.  P.  O.  Box  141,  Jack- 
son,  Miss.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Petroleum  and  petroleum 
products,  as  described  in  Appendix  Xin 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.  C.  C.  209,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Moscow,  Ala., 
to  points  in  Mississippi.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  transport  simfiar  com¬ 
modities  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida. 
Georgia,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  and 
Tennessee.  ^ 

HEARING:  September  17, 1957,  at  the. 
Rob^  E.  Lee  Hotel,  Jackson,  Miss.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  14,  or,  if  the  Joint 


Board  waives  its  right  to  participate, 
befOTe  Examiner  Richard  H.  Roberts. 

No.  MC  111170  (Sub  No.  37) ,  filed  May 
9,  1957,  WHEELINa  PIPE  LINE,  INC., 
Box  270,  El  Dorado,  Ark.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  John  Paul  Jones,  1012  Edway 
Building.  Memphis  3,  Tenn.  For  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Petroleum  and  petroleum  products,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  except  asphalt,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission  in  61  M.  C.  C. 
209,  between  points  in  Shelby  (>>unty, 
Tenn.,  Arkansas,  Missouri,  and  Illinois. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  transport 
similar  commodities  in  Alabama,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Indiana.  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Tennessee,  and  Texas. 

Non:  Applicant  states  it  seeks  no  dttpll- 
cating  authority. 

HEARING:  September  24, 1957,  at  the 
U.  S.  District  Court  Rooms,  Memphis. 
Tenn.,  before  Examiner  Richard  H. 
Roberts. 

No.  MC  111472  (Sub  No.  49) .  filed  June 
17,  1957,  DIAMOND  TRANSPORTA- 
SYSTEM.  INC.,  1919  HamUton, 
Racine,  Wis.  Applicant’s  attorney: 

.  Glenn  W.  Stephens.  121  West  Doty 
Street.  Mad^n  3,  Wis.-  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting :  Farm  trac¬ 
tors,  agricultural  implements,  and  parts 
thereof,  from  Charles  City.  Iowa  to 
points  in  Kansas,  Ohio,  Colorado,  Mon¬ 
tana,  and  Wyoming.  Applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  similar  commodi¬ 
ties  throughout  the  United  States  except 
Florida,  Nevada,  Nortii  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  September  20,  1957,  in 
Room  852,  U.  S.  Custom  House,  610  South 
Canal  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  James  I.  Carr. 

No.  MC  112573  (Sub  No.  5).  filed  Jime 
13.  1957,  RYE  MclLLWAIN,  Main  Street, 
Parsons.  Tenn.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Edwin  C.  Townsend,  Parsons,  Tenn.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Un¬ 
treated  wooden  ties  and  lumber,  from 
points  in  Benton,  Decatur,  Henderson, 
and  Perry  Counties.  Tenn.,  to  points  in 
Massac  County,  HI.  Applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  similar* commodi¬ 
ties  in  Illinois  and  Tennessee. 

HEARING:  September  16, 1957,  at  the 
U.  S.  District  Court  Rooms.  Memphis. 
Tenn.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  281.  or,  if 
the  Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to  par¬ 
ticipate,  before  Examiner  Richard  H. 
Roberts. 

No.  MC  112582  (Sub  No.  5),  filed  June 
24, 1957,  T.  M.  ZIMMERMAN  COMPANY, 
a  Corporation.  227  West  Comn^erce 
Street,  Chambersburg,  Pa.  Applicant’s 
attorneys:  Rhoads,  Sinon  L  Brader, 
State  Street  Building,  Harrisburg,  Pa. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Foods  and  foodstuffs  requiring 
the  use  of  controlled  mechanically  refrig¬ 
erated  equipment,  between  Chambers¬ 
burg,  Pa.,  and  points  within  25  miles 
thereof,  and  points  in  Ohio.  West  Vir¬ 
ginia.  Virginia.  Maryland,  Delaware.  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  Connecticut,  Rhode 
Island.  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire. 
Vermont,  Maine  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 


lumbia,  and  (2)  materials  and  suppUes 
used  or  useful  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  foods  and  foodstuffs  re¬ 
quiring  the  use  of  controlled  mechan¬ 
ically  refrigerated  equipment,  from 
points  in  Ohio.  West  Virginia,  Virginia, 
Maryland,  Delaware.  New  York,  New 
Jersey,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts.  New  Hampshire,  Vermont, 
Maine  and  the  District  of  C^olumbia  to 
Chambersburg,  Pa.  Applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  conduct  similar  operations  in 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts.  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania.  Rhode  Island,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia. 

HEARING:  September  18, 1957,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.  C..  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  John  McCarthy. 

No.  MC  112617  (Sub  No.  33) .  filed  June 
28.  1057,  LIQUID  TRANSPORTERS, 
INC.,  P.  O.  Box  5135,  CTierokee  Station, 
Louisville  5,  Ky.  For  authority  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irr^mlar 
routes,  transporting:  Trinidad  asphalt,^ 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Zionsville, 
Ind.,  to  points  in  Kentucky.  Applicant 
is  authorized  to  transport  similar  emn- 
modities  in  Alabama,  Georgia.  Hlinois, 
Indiana,  Kentucky,  Maryland,  Michigan, 
Mississippi,  North  Carolina,  Ohio.  Penn¬ 
sylvania.  South  Carolina.  Tennessee,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  West  Virginia. 

HEARING:  September  13,  1957,  at  the 
Kentucky  Hotel,  Louisville,  Ky.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  155,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  Richard  H.  Roberts. 

No.  MC  112763  (Sub  No.  4) ,  filed  June 
26. 1957,  WILLIAM  C.  WOODARD,  doing 
business  as  WOODARD  TRUCK  LINES, 
P.  O.  Box  206,  Springfield,  Tenn.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  James  C.  Havron,  Nash¬ 
ville  Trust  Bldg.,  Nashville,  Tenn.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Lumber  (.wood  blocks  used  in  manufac¬ 
ture  of  heels  for  shoes  and  boots)  from 
points  in  Vermont  and  New  York  to 
points  in  Tennessee;  empty  containers  or 
other  such  incidental  facilities  (not  spec¬ 
ified)  used  in  transporting  the  named 
commodity  on  return. 

HEARING:  September  26,  1957,  at  the 
Dinkler-Andrew  Jackson  Hotel,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.,  before  Examiner  Richard 
H.  Roberts. 

No.  MC  112763  (Sub  No.  5),  filed  June 
26,  1957,  WILLIAM  C.  WCK)DARD,  do¬ 
ing  business  as  W<X)DARD  TRUCK 
LINES,  P.  O.  Box  206,  Springfield,  Tenn. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  James  C.  Havron, 
Na^ville  Trust  Building.  Nashville, 
Tenn.  For  authority  to  (q)erate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Lumber,  from  points  in 
Tennessee  to  points  in  Kentucky,  Ohio, 
Illinois,'  Indiana,  and  North  Carolina; 
empty  containers  or  other  such  inci¬ 
dental  facilities  (not  specified)  used  in 
transporting  lumber  on  return. 

HEARING:  September  26. 1957,  at  the 
Dinkler-Andrew  Jackson  Hotel,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.,  before  Examiner  Richard 
H.  Roberts. 

No.  MC  114004  (Sub  No.  14) ,  filed  May 
22,  1957,  ARKANSAS  TRUCKING  CO., 
INC.,  P.  O.  Box  1750.  Little  Rock,  Ark. 
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Applicant’s  attorney:  Ed  E.  Ashbaugh. 
802  Wallace  Building,  Little  Rock.  Ark. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Trailers,  designed  to  be  drawn  by 
passenger  automobiles,,  initial  move¬ 
ments  by  the  truckaway  method,  from 
points  in  Indiana  to  points  in  the 
United  States.  '  Applicant  is  authorized 
to  transport  the  above-specified  com¬ 
modity  from  specified  points  in  Arkansas 
to  points  in  the  United  States. 

HEARING:  September  16,  1957,  at  the 
U.  S.  Court  Rooms,  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
before  Examiner  James  I.  Carr. 

No.  MC  114021  (Sub  No.  4),  filed  June 
3,  1957,  MIDWEST  TRANSPORT  COM¬ 
PANY  OP  ILLINOIS,  7000  So.  Pulaski 
Road,  Chicago  29,  HI.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Charles  W.  Singer,  1825  Jeffer¬ 
son  Place  NW.,  Washington  6,  D.  C.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  car- 
rier,  over  irre^ar  routes,  transporting: 
Building,  roofiing  and  insulating  ma¬ 
terials,  (as  more  fully  described  in  the 
application) ,  in  straight  or  mixed  ship¬ 
ments,  from  Waukegan,  Ill.,  to  points  in 
Nebraska,  Minnesota,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  Pennsylvania  and  that 
portion  of  New  York  on  and  west  of  New 
York  Highway  98,  and  empty  containers 
or  other  such  incidental  facilities  (not 
specified)  used  in  transporting  the  com¬ 
modities  specified  on  return.  Applicant 
is  authorized  to  transport  similar  C(»n- 
modities  as  a  contract  carrier  in  lUinois, 
Michigan,  Indiana,  Ohio,  Wisconsin, 
Missouri,  Kentucky,  Iowa,  Nebraska, 
Pennsylvania,  West  Virginia,  and  Min¬ 
nesota. 

Note:  Applicant  has  filed  an  application 
as  a  contract*  carrier  for  the  same  authority 
as  requested  above,  which  has  been  assigned 
Docket  No.  MC  107640  (Sub  No.  35). 

HEARING:  September  25,  1957,  in 
Room  852,  U.  S.  Custom  House,  610  South 
Canal  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  James  I.  Carr. 

No.  MC  115732  (Sub  No.  2),  filed  June 
7, 1957,  PRANK  C.  MARTIN,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  MARTIN  PROPANE  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  517  North  Chancery  Street,  Mc¬ 
Minnville,  Tenn.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Walter  Harwood,  Nashville  Trust  Build¬ 
ing,  Nashville  3^  Tenn.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Liquefied 
petroleum  gas,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Doe  Run,  Ky.  (near  Bradenburg, 
Ky.),  to  points  in  Lincoln  County,  Tenn. 

HEARING:  September  27,  1957,  at 
the  Dinkler-Andrew  Jackson  Hotel, 
Nashville,  Tenn.,  before  Joint  Board  No. 
25.  or,  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its  right 
to  participate,  before  Examiner  Richard’ 
H.  Roberts. 

No.  MC  116701,  filed  May  27,  1957, 
SEAGO,  INC.,  P.  O.  Box  304,  McComb, 
Miss.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Joe  N. 
Pigott,  109  North  Broadway,  P.  O.  Box 
940,  McComb,  Miss.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  contract  darrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Lumber 
and  other  building  materials,  from  points 
in  Mississippi  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Louisiana,  Kentucky,  Indiana.  Mis¬ 
souri,  and  Tennessee:  feed,  from  points 
in  Arkansas.  Missouri,  Illinois,  and  Ten¬ 
nessee  to  points  in  Mississippi;  and 
building  materials  and  prefabricated 


buildings,  from  Washington  Court  House, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  Louisiana. 

HEARING:  September  23,  1957,  at 
the  Robert  E.  Lee  Hotel,  Jackson,  Miss., 
before  Examiner  Richard  H.  Roberts. 

No.  MC  116736,  filed  June  12,  1957. 
D.  F.  PAYNE,  doing  business  as  DON 
PAYNE  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  223 
Echo  Dale  Lane,  Knoxville,  Tenn.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Clifford  E.  Sanders, 
321  East  Center  Street,  Kingsport,  Tenn. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Concrete  blocks,  cinder  blocks  and 
brick,  from  Knoxville,  Term.,  to  points 
in  Kentucky  and  North  Carolina. 

HEARING:  September  30,  1957,  at  the 
U.  S.' Court  Rooms,  Knoxville,  Tenn., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  389,  or,  if  the 
Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to  partici¬ 
pate,  before  Examiner  Richard  H.  Rob¬ 
erts. 

No.  MC  116737,  filed  June  12.  1957, 
I.  FRED  ROGERS,  doing  business  as 
ROGERS  TRUCKING  COMPANY.  726 
West  Emerald  Avenue,  Knoxville,  Tenn. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Clifford  E.  San¬ 
ders,  321  East  Center  Street,  Kingsport, 
Tenn.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier^  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  concrete  blocks,  cinder 
blocks,  and  brick,  from  Knoxville,  Tenn., 
to  points  in  Kentucky  and  North  Caro¬ 
lina. 

HEARING:  September  30,  1957,  at  the 
U.  S.  Court  Rooms,  Knoxville,  Tenn., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  389,  or  if  the 
Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to  partici¬ 
pate,  before  Examiner  Richard  H.  Rob¬ 
erts. 

No:  MC  116752,  filed  June  13,  1957, 
HARRY  G.  SCHULER.  31  Graham  Ave¬ 
nue,  Hanover  Township,  Pa.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Charles  L.  Casper.  Miners 
Nat’l.  Bank  Building,  Wilkes-Barre,  Pa. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Children’s  dresses  in  process  of 
manufacture  and  component  parts 
thereof:  piece  goods;  and  sewing  ma¬ 
chines  and  component  parts  thereof  for 
Pioneer  Manufacturing  Company,  Inc., 
its  affiliates  and  subsidiaries,  between  (1) 
Wilkes-Barre,  Pa.  and  Jersey  City  and 
Barnegat,  N.  J.;  and  (2)  between  Sumter. 
S.  C.  and  Wilkes-Barre,  Plymouth,  and 
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HEARING:  September  10. 1957,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  John  McCarthy. 

No.  MC  116772,  filed  June  24.  1957, 
PRY  COAL  AND  STONE  COMPANY, 
North  Main  Street,  Mercersburg,  Pa. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Christian  V.  Graf, 
11  North  Front  Street,  Harrisburg,  Pa. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  :  Anhydrous  ammonia,  in  pressurized 
tank  vehicles,  from  Morgantown.  W.  Va. 
to  points  in  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
Maryland,  Virginia,  and  Ohio. 

HEARING:  September  17, 1957,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington.  D.  C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  John  McCarthy. 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

No.  MC  103033  (Sub  No.  1) ,  filed  June 
17,  1957,  (Clarifjdng  Amendment)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  July  3,  1957  issue,  on  Page 


4698,  ALEXANDRIA.  BARCROFT  AND 
WASHINGTON  TRANSIT  COMPANY, 
a  Corporation,  doing  business  as  A.  B. 
it  W.  TRANSIT  CO.,  600  North  Royal 
Street,  Alexandria,  Va.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  S.  Harrison  Kahn,  726-34  Invest¬ 
ment  Building,  Washington,  D.  C.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  over^  irree^ar  routes,  transporting: 
Passengers  and  their  baggage,  between 
points  withiii  the  territory  authorized  as 
an  origin  territory  for  charter  operations 
in  the  State  of  Virginia  and  the  District 
of  Columbia  and  points  in  the  territory 
now  authorized  to  be  served  in  charter 
operations.  Applicant  holds  Certificate 
No.  MC  1800  and  (Sub  Nos.  22  and  23) 
as  a  common  carrier. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  for 
July  31,  1957,  at  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Washington,  D.  C., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  12. 

No.  MC  116768  (Sub  No.  1) ,  filed  June 

25.  1957,  (Clarifying  amendment),  pub¬ 
lished  in  Federal  Register  July  3,  1957. 
at  page  4698,  THOMAS  PARRAN,  JR., 
doing  business  as  SUBURBAN  TRANSIT 
CO.,  10715  Colesville  Road,  Silver  Spring. 
Md.  Applicant’s  attorney:  S.  Harrison 
Kahn,  726-34  Investment  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C.  For  authority  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  between  points  within  the 
territory  authohzed  as  an  origin  terri¬ 
tory  for  charter  operations  in  the  State 
of  Maryland  and  the  District  of  Column 
bia  and  points  in  the  territory  now 
authorized  to  be  served  in  charter  op¬ 
erations. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  for 
July  31, 1957,  at  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission.  Washington,  D.  C.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  120. 

Applications  in  Which  Handling  With¬ 
out  Oral  Hearing  Is  Requested 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OP  PROPERTY 

No.  MC  35334  (Sub  No.  41).  filed  June 

26,  1957,  COOPER- JARRETr,  INC.,  311 
West  14th  Street,  Kansas  City.  Mo.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Irving  Klein.  280 
Broadway,  New  York  7,  N.  Y.  For  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  a  regular  route,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  except  those  of  im- 
usual  value.  Class  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment  (not  includ¬ 
ing  those  requiring  refrigeration),  be¬ 
tween  junction  U.  S.  Highway  23  and 
Ohio  Highway  18,  at  Fostoria.  Ohio,  and 
jimction  U.  S.  Highway  224  and  Ohio 
Highway  18,  approximately  two  miles 
west  of  Tiffin,  Ohio,  from  junction  U.  S. 
Highway  23  and  Ohio  Highway  18  at 
Fostoria,  over  Ohio  Highway  18  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.  S.  Highway  224,  approximately 
two  miles  west  of  Tiffin,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  no  intermediate 
or  off -route  points,  as  an  alternate  route 
for  operating  convenience  .only,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  applicant’s  authorized 
regular  route  operations  between  Chica¬ 
go.  Ill.,  and  New  York,  N.  Y.  Applicant 
is  authorized  to  conduct  similar  opera¬ 
tions  in  Connecticut,  Illinois.  Indiana, 
Kansas,  Missouri.  Nelnaska,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  and  Ohio. 
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No.  MC  35628  (Sub  No.  207) .  filed  June 
28,  1967,  INTERSTATE  MOTOR 
I^IEIOHT  SYSTEM,  a  Corporation,  134 
Qrandville  SW.,  Grand  Rapids,  Mich. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Leonard  D.  Ver- 
dier,  Jr.,  Michigan  Trust  Building,  Grand 
Rapids  2,  Mich.  For  authority  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  a  regular 
route,  tranjqx)rtlng :  General  commodi¬ 
ties,  except  Class  A  and  B  explosives, 
dangerous  inflammables,  household 
goods  as  defined  by.  the  Ctxnmission.  and 
commodities  in  bulk,  between  Peoria, 
ni.,  and  Danville,  m.,  over  U.  S.  Highway 
150,  serving  no  intermediate  points,  as 
an  alternate  route  tor  operating  con¬ 
venience  only,  in  connection  with  ap¬ 
plicant’s  authorized  regular  route  op¬ 
erations  between  Chicago,  HI.,  and 
Lawrenceville,  HI.,  and  between  Peoria, 
HI.,  and  the  Indiana-Ohio  State  line. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  simi¬ 
lar  operations  in  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kentucky, 
Indiana.  Maryland,  Massachusette, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  West 
Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

No.  MC  38170  (Sub  No.  16).  filed  June 
26,  1957,  WHITE  STAR  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  1750  Southfield.  Lincoln  Park, 
Mich.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Wilhel- 
mina  Boersma,  2850  Penobscot  Building, 
Detroit  26,  Mich.  For  authority  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  transporting: 
General  commodities,  except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value.  Class  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment,  serving  the 
site  of  the  Euclid  Division  of  General 
Motors  Corporation  plant,  located  on 
Ohio  Highway  91  between  Hudson  and 
Darrowville  in  Summit  County,  CHiio,  as 
an  off-route  point  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  authorized  regular  route  op¬ 
erations.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
transport  similar  commodities  in  Mich¬ 
igan  and  Ohio. 

Nor:  By  the  instant  application,  appli¬ 
cant  states  it  is  merely  seeking  autnority  to 
be  in  a  position  to  afford  less  than  truckload 
service  in  addition  to  its  presently  authorized 
truckload  service. 

No.  MC  50544  (Sub  No.  41),  filed  July 
1,  1957,  THE  TEXAS  AND  PACIFIC 
MOTOR  TRANSPORT  COMPANY, 
Texas  and  Pacific  Building,  Dallas  2,  Tex. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Tom  L.  Farmer, 
Law  Dept.,  The  Texas  and  Pacific  Motor 
Transport  Company,  Texas  and  Pacific 
Building,  Dallas  2,  Tex.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities,  between  Dal¬ 
las,  Tex.,  and  Sherman,  Tex.  over  U.  S. 
Highway  75  as  an  alternate  route  for  op¬ 
erating  convenience  only,  serving  no  in¬ 
termediate  points  and  serving  the  termini 
for  the  purpose  of  joinder  only,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  aiH^licant’s  authorized  reg¬ 
ular  route  operations  between  Dallas  and 
Sherman  over  U.  S.  Highways  80,  377, 
and  82,  and  Texas  Highway  10,  subject  to 
the  restriction  that  carrier’s  service 
shall  be  limited  to  that  which  is  aux¬ 
iliary  to,  or  supplemental  of,  train  serv¬ 
ice  of  The  Texas  and  Pacific  Railway 
Company,  and  such  other  restrictions 
imposed  in  Certificate  No.  MC  50544  as 
may  be  pertinent.  Applicant  is  author- 
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iaed  to  conduct  operations  in  Texas  and 
Louisiana. 

No.  MC  66562  (Sub  No.  1371) ,  filed  July 
2,  1957,  RAILWAY  EXPRESS  AGENCY, 
INCXDRPORATED,  219  East  42d  Street, 
New  York  17,  N.  Y.  Applicant’s  attorney : 
William  H.  Marx.  219  East  42d  Street. 
New  York  17,  N.  Y.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  regu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  General  com¬ 
modities,  including  Class  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  moving  in  express  service,  be¬ 
tween  Brunswick,  Maine  and  Farming- 
ton,  Maine,  from  Brunswick  over  Maine  • 
Highway  196  to  junction  U.  S.  Highway 
202,  thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  202  to 
junction  Main  Highway  106,  thence  over 
Maine  Highway  106  to  junction  Maine 
Highway  133,  and  thence  over  Maine 
Highway  133  to  Farmington,  and  return 
over  the  same  routes,  serving  the  inter¬ 
mediate  and  off-route  points  of  Lisbon 
Falls,  Lewiston,  Leeds  Junction,  Liver¬ 
more  Falls,  and  Wilton,  Maine,  subject 
to  the  restrictions  that  service  per^ 
formed  will  be  limited  to  that  which  is 
auxiliary  to  or  supplemental  of  express 
service,  and  that  shipments  transported 
be  limited  to  those  moving  on  a  through 
bill  of  lading  or  express  receipt  covering, 
in  addition  to  the  motor  carrier  move¬ 
ment  by  applicant,  and  immediately  prior 
or  immediately  subsequent  movement  by 
rail.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct 
operations  throughout  the  United  States. 

No.  MC  66562  (Sub  No.  1372),  filed 
July  2,  1957,  RAILWAY  EXPRESS 

AGENCY.  INCORPORATED,  219  East 
42d  Street,  New  York  17,  N.  Y.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  William  H.  Marx,  219 
East  42d  Street,  New  York  17,  N.  Y.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  over  regular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities,  including  Class  A 
and  B  explosives,  moving  in  express  serv¬ 
ice,  and  railroad  "baggage  moving  under 
the  tariffs  and  billing  of  the  Norfolk  and 
Western  Railway,  between  (1)  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Ohio  and  Sardinia,  Ohio,  over  Ohio 
Highway  74,  serving  the  intermediate 
points  of  Newton,  Batavia,  Williamsburg 
and  Mt.  Orab;  (2)  Portsmouth,  Ohio  and 
Sardinia,  Ohio,  from  Portsmouth  over 
Ohio  Highway  104  to  Rushtown,  thence 
over  unnumbered  highway  via  McDer¬ 
mott  to  junction  Ohio  Highway  73, 
thence  over  Ohio  Highway  73  to  junc¬ 
tion  Ohio  Highway  74,  thence  over  Ohio 
Highway  74  to  junction  unnumbered 
highway  known  as  Lawshe  Road  west  of 
Peebles,  thence  over  unnumbered  high¬ 
way  via  Lawshe  to  junction  Ohio  High¬ 
way  74,  and  thence  over  Ohio  Highway 
74  to  Sardinia,  and  return  over  the  same 
routes,  serving  the  intermediate  and  off- 
route  points  of  McDermott,  Peebles,  Sea¬ 
man,  and  Winchester,  Ohio,  subject  to 
the  restrictions  that  service  shall  be 
limited  to  that  which  is  auxiliary  to  or 
supplemental  of  express  service,  and 
that  shipments  transported  will  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  those  moving  on  a  through  bill 
of  lading  or  express  receipt.  Applicant 
is  authorized  to  conduct  operations 
throughout  the  United  States. 

No.  MC  66562  (Sub  No.  1373),  filed 
July  2,  1957,  RAILWAY  EXPRESS 
AGENCY,  INCORPORATED,  219  East 
42d  Street.  New  York  17,  N.  Y.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  William  H.  Marx,  219 


East  42d  Street,  New  York  17,  N.  Y.  Fbr 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  over  regular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities,  including  Class  A 
and  B  explosives,  moving  in  express 
service,  betweqp  Newark,  N.  J.,  and 
Brunswick,  N.  J.,  over  U.  S.  Highway  l, 
subject  to  the  restriction  that  service  to 
be  performed  will  be  limited  to  that 
which  is  auxiliary  to  or  supplemental  of 
express  service  and  that  shipments 
transported  will  be  limited  to  those  mov¬ 
ing  on  a  through  bill  of  lading  or  express  ' 
receipt  covering,  in  addition  to  the  motor 
carrier  movement  by  applicant,  an  im¬ 
mediately  prior  or  immediately  subse¬ 
quent  movement  by  rail  or  air.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  conduct  operations 
throughout  the  United  States. 

No.  MC  75463  (Sub  No.  15),  filed  June 
28,  1957,  REED  LINES,  INC.,  209  Canal 
Street,  Defiance,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  G.  H.  Dilla,  3350  Superior 
Avenue,  Cleveland  14,  Ohio.  For  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Tin 
or  teme  plate,  plain,  painted,  lacquered 
or  lithographed,  from  Aliquippa  and 
Irvin  (Allegheny  County) ,  Pa.,  and  Weir- 
ton,  W.  Va.,  to  Delta,  Ohio,  and  empty 
containers  or  other  such  incidental  facil¬ 
ities  (not  specified)  used  in  transporting 
the  commodities  specified  in  this  appli¬ 
cation  from  Delta,  Ohio,  to  Aliquippa  and 
Irvin  (Allegheny  County),  Pa.,  and 
Weirton,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  97699  (Sub  No.  6) ,  filed  July 
3,  1957,  BARBER  TRANSPORTATION 
(XiMPANY,  321  Sixth  Street,  Rapid  City. 
S.  Dak.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Floyd  M. 
Baird,  1012  Baltimore  Building.  Kansas 
City  5,  Mo.  For  authority  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  transporting:  General 
commodities,  except  commodities  of  un¬ 
usual  value.  Class  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment,  serving 
O’Neill,  Nebr.,  as  a  junction  point,  in 
connection  with  the  operations  of  appli¬ 
cant  and  Barber  Transportation  Com¬ 
pany,  lessee  and  operator  of  Martinson 
and  Martinson,  doing  business  as  Middle- 
west  Nebraska  Motor  (MOF  6450). 

Nor;  This  application  to  be  handled  con¬ 
currently  with  MC-F  6450. 

No.  MC  105559  (Sub  No.  2) ,  filed  June 
28,  1957,  WALTER  R.  YOUNG,  doing 
business  as  YOUNG  TRUCKING  Co.,  213 
South  Wapello  Street,  Ottumwa,  Iowa. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Kenneth  F.  Dudley, 
P.  O.  Box  557,  106  North  Court  Street, 
Ottumwa,  Iowa.  For  authority  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  animal  food, 
in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical 
temperature-control  devices,  from  Ot¬ 
tumwa,  Iowa  to  points  in  Wisconsin  on 
and  south  of  Wisconsin  Highway  64. 

No.  MC  116783,  filed  July  1,  1957, 
CARL  KREBS,  23  Eustace  Place,  Fort 
Thomas,  Ky.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Jack  B.  Josselson,  Atlas  Bank  Buildup, 
Cincinnati  2,  Ohio.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Crushed  stone, 
lime,  sand  and  gravel,  in  dump  trucks, 
from  points  in  Anderson  Township, 
.Hamilton  County,  Ohio,  to  points  in 
Campbell  County,  Ky.,  and  refused  or 
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rejected  shipments  of  the  above-speci¬ 
fied  commodities  on  return. 

No.  MC  116784,  filed  June  17,  1957, 
A.  W.  BOUCHHiliON  AND  W.  A.  SAND¬ 
ERS,  a  Partnership,  doing  business  as 
BOUCHILLON  and  sands,  P.  O.  Box 
188,  Hernando,  Miss.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Joel  P.  Walker,  Jr.,  Hernando, 
Miss.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities,  in~ 
eluding  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  and  commodities  in 
Imlk,  but  excluding  those  of  unusual 
value.  Class  A  and  B  explosives,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment,  be¬ 
tween  Memphis,  Tenn.,  and  Hernando, 
Miss.,  from  within  the  corporate  limits 
of  Memphis  over  U.  S.  Highway  51  to 
the  Town  of  Hernando,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  Sjerving  all  intermediate 
points. 

PETITIONS 

No.  MC  75320  (Sub  No.  34),  CAMP¬ 
BELL  SrXTY-SIX  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.  O. 
Box  390,  Springfield,  Mo.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  John  P.  Carr,  926  Woodruff 
Building,  Springfield,  Mo.  PETITION 
filed  May  6, 1957,  for  (1)  Formal  opinion 
as  to  interpretation  to  be  placed  upon 
certain  restrictive  wording  contained  in 
motor  carrier  certificate  No.  MC  75320 
(Sub  No.  34)  dated  February  1, 1952,  and 
(2)  Removal  of  such  restrictive  wording. 
That  portion  of  the  authority  in  the  sub- 
I  ject  certificate  here  involved  reads: 

General  commodities ,  except  those  not 
suitable  for  transportation  in  a  van-type 
trailer,  in  quantities  of  5,000  pounds  or  more. 

Between  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  and  Hot  Springs, 
Ark.:  Prom  Little  Rock  over  U.  S.  Highway 
70  to  Hot  Springs,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

Between  Pine  Bluff.  Ark.,  and  Junction  IT.  S. 
Highway  70  and  Arkansas  Highway  17.: 
From  Pine  Bluff  over  U.  S.  Highway  79  and 
Junction  Arkansas  Highway  17,  thence  over 
Arkansas  Highway  17  to  Junction  U.  S.  High¬ 
way  70,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 

Service  is  authorized  to  and  from  all  in¬ 
termediate  points  on  the  above  specified 
routes.  . 

Applications  for  Certificates  or  Per¬ 
mits  Which  Are  To  Be  Processed  Con¬ 
currently  With  Applications  Under 
Section  5,  Governed  by  Special  Rule 
1.240  TO  THE  Extent  Applicable 

No.  MC  116787,  filed  July  3,  1957,  B  & 
P  TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  1249  New 
York  Avenue  NE.,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  D.  Jay  Hyman,  401 
Tower  Building,  1401  K  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Pasteur¬ 
ized  milk,  buttermilk,  and  cream,  in  con¬ 
tainers,  from  Washington,  D.  C.,  to 
Cedar  Point,  Md.,  Portsmouth,  Va.,  and 
Parris  Island,  S.  C.;  empty  containers 
and  rejected  shipments  of  the  above- 
specified  commodities,  from  the  above- 
specified  destination  points  to  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.  C.;  disabled  motor  vehicles  and 
their  contents  in  towing  service,  between 
Washington,  D.  C.,  and  points  in  Mary¬ 
land  and  Virginia,  within  25  miles  of 
Washington,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Maryland,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Virginia,  and  West  Virginia, 
within  100  miles  of  Washington,  D.  C.; 


powdered  milk  and  condensed  milk,  in 
containers  (other  than  hermetically 
sealed),  from  Hamden,  Deposit.  Can- 
nonsville,  Delhi,  Mexico,  and  Prattsburg, 
N.'  Y.*  and  points  in  Pennsylvania  and 
Maryland,  to  Norfolk,  Va.;  powdered 
milk,  in  containers  (other  than  her¬ 
metically  sealed)  from  Hamden,  Deposit, 
Cannonsville,  Delhi,  Mexico,  and  Pratts¬ 
burg,  N.  Y.,  and  points  in  Pennsylvania, 
and  those  in  Maryland,  to  points  in 
Florida,  and  from  the  above-specified 
points  in  New  York,  points  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  and  those  in  Maryland  (except 
Baltimore) ,  to  points  in  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  and  Georgia;  and  con¬ 
centrated  milk,  in  containers  (other  than 
hermetically  sealed)  from  Frederick, 
Md.,  and  Washington,  D.  C.,  to  Key  West, 
Fla. 

Note:  This  application  is  directly  related 
to  the  proceeding  in  MC-F  6636. 

Applications  Under  Sections  5  and 
210a  (b) 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  special  rules  governing  notice 
of  filing  of  applications  by  motor  car¬ 
riers  of  property  or  passengers  under 
sections  5  (2)  and  210a  (b)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  and  certain  other 
procedural  matters  with  respect  thereto 
(49  CFR  1.240). 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC-F-6630.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  ECK  MILLER  CONTRACTT 
CO.,  INC.,  1125  Sweeney  Street,  Owens¬ 
boro,  Ky.,  of  a  portion  of  the  operating 
rights  of  ECK  MILLiER  TRANSFER  CO.. 
421  E^ast  Second  Street,  Owensboro,  Ky., 
and  for  acquisition  by  LESTER  E. 
YEAGER,  Executor  and  Trustee  of  the 
Estate  of  James  C.  Ellis,  1922  Lexington 
Avenue,  -Owensboro,  Ky.,  of  control  of 
such  rights,  through  the  purchase.  Ap¬ 
plicants’  attorneys:  George  S.  Wilson, 
Masonic  Bldg.,  Owensboro,  Ky.,  and 
Axelrod,  Goodman  &  Steiner,  39  South 
La  Salle  Street,  Chicago  3,  Ill.  Operat¬ 
ing  rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  Stu:h 
commodities  as  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment  by  reason  of  size  or  weight 
and  parts  thereof  when  moving  in  con¬ 
nection  therewith,  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  irregular  routes,  from  points  in  In¬ 
diana,  Illinois,  Kentucky,  and  Tennessee 
within  150  miles  of  Owensboro,  Ky.,  to 
points  in  Ohio,  Indiana,  Illinois,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
and  the  lower  peninsula  of  Michigan; 
such  commodities  as  require  the  use  of 
special  equipment  by  reason  of  size  or 
weight,  but  not  including  motor  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Ohio,  Indiana,  Illinois, 
Missouri,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  the  lower  peninsula  of  Mich¬ 
igan.  to  points  in  Indiana  and  Kentucky 
within  150  miles  of  Owensboro.  Ky.,  in¬ 
cluding  Owensboro;  oil  well  and  mine 
machinery,  pipe  and  supplies,  between 
points  in  Indiana,  Illinois,  Kentucky  and 
Tennessee  within  200  miles  of  Owens¬ 
boro.  Ky.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Indiana.  Illinois,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Tennessee.  Mississippi  and  Geor¬ 
gia,  and  between  points  within  35  miles 
of  Owensboro,  Ky.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  West  Virginia. 


Vendee  holds  no  authority  from  this 
Commissimi.  Application  has  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a  (b). 

No.  MC-F-^636.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  B  &  F  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  1249  New  York  Avenue  NE.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.,  of  the  operating  rights  of 
LOUIS  BRODSKY,  doing  business  as  B 
&  F  TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY, 
1249  New  York  Avenue  NE.,  Washington, 
D.  C.,  and  MORRIS  FOX.  1249  New  York 
Avenue  NE.,  Washington.  D.  C.,  and  for 
acquisition  by  LOUIS  BRODSKY  and 
MORRIS  FOX,  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  pmchase.  Applicants’  at¬ 
torney:  D.  Jay  Hyman,  401  Tower  Build¬ 
ing,  Washington  5,  D.  C.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  (1) 
LOUIS  BRODSKY,  canned  goods,  as  a 
contract  carrier,  over  regular  routes, 
from  certain  points  in  Pennsylvania, 
New  York,  Delaware  and  Virginia  to 
Baltimore,  Md.,  from  Woodbine,  Md.,  to 
Baltimore.  Md.,  and  Washington,  D.  C.. 
between  Washington,  D.  C.,  and  Balti¬ 
more.  Md.,  serving  no  intermediate 
points;  fruits  and  produce,  from  Bridge- 
ton,  N.  J.,  and  Baltimore,  Md.,  to  Rich¬ 
mond,  Va.,  from  Washington,  D.  C.,  to 
New  York,  N.  Y.,  serving  certain  inter¬ 
mediate  points;  beer,  ale,  and  wine,  from 
New  York,  N.  Y.,  to  Washington,  D.  C., 
serving  certain  intermediate  points, 
empty  beverage  containers,  from  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.,  to  New  York,  N.  Y.,  serving 
certain  intermediate  points;  such  com¬ 
modities  as  are  dealt  in  by  wholesale,  re¬ 
tail,  and  chain  grocery  and  food  business 
houses,  and,  in  connection  therewith, 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  conduct  of  such  business,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  from,  to  and  between 
certain  points  in  Pennsylvania,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Maryland.  Delaware,  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia;  and  (2)  MOR¬ 
RIS  FOX,  powdered  milk  and  condensed 
milk,  in  containers  (other  than  her¬ 
metically  sealed),  concentrated  milk, 
pasteurized  milk,  buttermilk,  and  cream, 
disabled  motor  vehicles  and  their  con¬ 
tents  in  towing  service,  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  from,  to 
and  between  certain  points  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  New  York,  Maryland,  Virginia, 
North  Carolina,  Florida.  South  Carolina, 
Georgia,  West  Virginia,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia.  Vendee  holds  no  authority 
from  this  Commission.  Application  has 
not  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a  (b). 

Note:  No.  MC  116787  filed  July  5.  1957,  U 
a  matter  directly  related. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-5787r  Piled,  July  16,  1957; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


Fourth-Section  Appucations  for  Relief 
July  12, 1957. 

Protests  to  the^  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  40  of  the  general  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  (49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within  15 
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NOTICES 


dasrs  from  th«  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Fkdikal  RsoisTEa. 

LOlfC'AKD-SHOKT  HAUL 

PSA  No.  34001:  T.  O.  F.  C.-~vetr6leum 
products — Texas  points  to  Kansas  City, 
Mo.~Kans.  Filed  by  P.  C.  Kratzmeir, 
Agent,  for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates 
on  petxoleum  products,  viz. :  greases,  oils, 
waxes,  and  stock  sprays  with  petroleum 
base,  carloads  from  Beaumont,  Chaison, 
and  Houston,  Tex.,  to  Kansas  City,  Mo.- 
Kans.,  and  group  points. 

■  Grounds  for  relief:  Motor  truck  com¬ 
petition  and  circuitous  routes. 

Tariff:  Supplement  38  to  Agent  Kratz- 
meir's  tariff  I.  C.  C.  4233. 

PSA  No.  34002:  Grains,  grain  products 
and  feed  from  Columbus,  Ohio  group. 
Piled  by  O.  W.  South.  Jr.,  Agent,  for 
interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  coarse 
grains,  grain  products,  and  animal  or 
poultry  feed,  carloads  from  Columbus, 
Ohio  and  grouped  origins  to  specified 
points  in  North  Carolina  and  South 
Carolina. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Modified  short-line 
distance  formula,  maintenance  of  origin 
,  rate  relationship  with  Cincinnati.  Ohio 
and  circuitous  routes. 

Tariff:  Supplement  189  to  Agent  Span- 
inger’s  tariff  L  C.  C.  1325. 

PSA  No.  34003:  Returned  containers — 
Oklahoma  points  to  W.  T.  L.  and  Illinois 
territories.  Filed  by  P.  C.  Kratzmeir, 
Agent,  for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates 
on  empty  returned  beverage  containers 
carloads  of  varying  minimum  weights 
as  described  in  the  application  from 
specified  points  in  Oklahcmia  to  speci¬ 
fied  point  in  Illinois.  Iowa,  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  Nebraska,  and  Wisconsin. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Circuitous  routes. 

Tariff:  Supplement  233  to  Agent 
Elratzmeir’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  4109. 

PSA  No.  34004:  Aluminum,  metals — 
Badin,  N.  C.,  to  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  group. 
Filed  by  F.  C.  Kratzmeir,  Agent,  for 
interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  alumi¬ 
num  billets,  ingots,  pigs  or  slabs,  car¬ 
loads  frmn  Badin,  N.  C.,  to  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  and  East  St.  Louis.  HI. 

Groimds  for  relief:  Circuitous  routes 
in  part  west  of  the  Mississippi  River. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Habold  D.  McCot, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-5784;  Piled,  Jiily  16,  1957; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Office  of  Alien  Property 

Friedrich  Rhein 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f )  of  the  Trad¬ 
ing  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to  re¬ 
turn,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  hereof,  the  following  prop¬ 
erty,  subject  to  any  increase  or  decrease 
resulting  from  the  administration  thereof 
prior  to  return,  and  after  adequate  pro¬ 
vision  for  taxes  and  conservatory 
expenses: 


Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

niediich  Rhein,  Bederstrasse  78,  Zurich  3. 
Switzerland;  Claim  No.  61604;  Vesting  Order 
Nos.  17829  and  17003;  8898.55  In  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States.  • 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
July  9,  1957. 

For  the  Attorney  QeneraL 

[SEAL]  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-5811;  PUed,  July  16.  1957; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


Meine  Albert  Sijbesma 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f )  of  the  Trad¬ 
ing  With  the  Enemy  Act.  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to 
return,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  hereof,  the  following  prop¬ 
erty,  subject  to  any  increase  or  decrease 
resulting  from  the  administration 
thereof  prior  to  return,  and  after  ade¬ 
quate  provision  for  taxes  and  conserva¬ 
tory  expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

Meine  Albert  Sijbesma,  Haskerdijken,  The 
Netherlands;  Claim  No.  60271;  Vesting  Order 
Nos.  17837  and  17915;  8793.07  in  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C..  on 
July  9,  1957. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-5812;  PUed,  J\ily  16,  1967; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


Johanna  Dolung 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f )  of  the  Trad¬ 
ing  With  the  Enemy  Act.  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to 
return,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  hereof,  the  following 
property,  subject  to  any  increase  or  de¬ 
crease  resulting  from  the  administration 
thereof  prior  to  return,  and  after  ade¬ 
quate  provision  for  taxes  and  conserva¬ 
tory  expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

Johanna  DoUing,  c/o  Werner  Esperstedt, 
Ochsenfurt,  Klinge  43,  Germany;  Claim  No. 
7141;  Vesting  Order  No.  2161;  8460.89  in  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

Executed  at  Washington.  D.  C.,  on 
July  9.  1957. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-5813;  Piled.  July  16.  1957; 
8:54  a.  m.J 


Marie  Therese  Countess  Galen 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f )  of  the  Trad¬ 
ing  With  the  Enemy  Act.  as  amended,  • 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to  re¬ 
turn,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  hereof,  the  following  prop¬ 
erty,  subject  to  any  increase  or  decrease 
resulting  from  the  administration  there¬ 
of  prior  to  return,  and  after  adequate 
provision  for  taxes  and  -conservatory 
expenses; 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

Marie  Therese  Countess  Galen.  Tyrol, 
Austria;  Claim  No.  63530;  Vesting  Order  No. 
9068;  81,033.48  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States. 

Pive  (5) — Liquidation  of  United  Steel 
Works  Corporation  under  Law  No.  27  of 
the  Allied  High  Commission  for  Germany 
Participation  Certificates,  dated  January  1, 
1953,  registered  in  the  name  of  the  Attorney 
General,  as  eridenced  by  Certificate  Numbers 
M  15807  through  M  15811  Incliisive,  each  in 
the  face  amount  of  $1,000. 

A  one-half  ( )  undivided  interest  in 
two  (2) — Liquidation  of  United  Steelworks 
Corporation  under  Law  No.  27  of  the 
Allied  High  Commission  for  Germany  Par¬ 
ticipation  Certificates,  dated  January  1, 1953, 
registered  in  the  name  of  the  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral,  as  evidenced  by  Certificate  Number 
D  981  in  the  face  amount  of  4500.,  and  Cer¬ 
tificate  Niimber  C  4621  in  the  face  amount 
of  $100. 

A  one-half  (>/4)  undivided  interest  in 
Scrip  Certificate  Niunber  002369  in  the  face 
anooimt  of  $40.,  payable  to  bearer,  dated 
January  1,  1953,  for  Liquidation  of  United 
Steel  Works  Corporation  under  Law  No.  27 
of  the  Allied  High  Commission  for  Germany 
Participation  Certificates. 

All  of  the  above  described  securities  are 
presently  in  the  custody  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  of  New  York. 

Executed  at  Washington.  D.  C.,  on 
July  9,  1957. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Paul  V.  Myron, 

'  Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[P.  R,  Doc.  57-5814;  Piled,  July  16.  1957; 

8:54  a.  m.] 


Albert  Spanjer  et  al. 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f)  of  the  Trad¬ 
ing  With  the  Enemy  Act.  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to 
return,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  hereof,  the  following  prop¬ 
erty.  subject  to  any  increase  or  decrease 
resulting  from  the  administration  there¬ 
of  prior  to  return,  and  after  adequate 
provision  for  taxes  and  conservatory 
expenses:  , 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

All  right,  title  and  interest  of  the  At¬ 
torney  General  acquired  pursuant  to  Vesting 
Order  No.  18521  (16  P.  R.  10097,  October  3, 
1951)  in  and  to  the  securities  described  be¬ 
low. 

Albert  Spanjer,  The  Hague,  Holland,  L.  S. 
Claim  No.  78;  Cities  Service  Ocxnpany  5/69 
Debenture  No.  20452,  in  the  principal  amount 
of  81,000. 


m 


Wednesday,  July  17,1957 

Martijn  Frankenhuls,  Baarn,  Holland. 
L.  S.  Claim  No.  868;  Cities  Service  Company 
5/50.  Debentxire  No.  28666.  in  the  principal 
ikinount  of  $1,000. 

Evalina  Qroen.  Surrey.  England.  L.  S.  Claim 
Ko.  893;  Cities  Service  Cmnpany  5/50.  De¬ 
benture  No.  33026.  and  Union  Pacific  Rail¬ 
road  Company  4/47.  Bond  No.  53217,  all  in 
tbe  principal  amotmt-of  $1,000  each. 

Ella  Korijn.  also  known  as  Ella  Koryn, 
Kew  Tork,  New  YcMrk.  L.  S.  Claim  No.  894; 
1392.08  in  the  Treasiiry  of  the  United  States. 
Vesting  Order  No.  18521. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
July  9,  1957. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[SEAL]  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property, 

(F.  R.  Doc.  67-5815;  Piled.  July  16.  1957; 
8:54  a.  m.] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 

State  or  Netherlands  for  Benefit  or 
Jeanette  Boas  et  al. 

NOTICE  or  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY  * 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f )  of  the  Trad¬ 
ing  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to  re¬ 
turn,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  hereof,  the  following  prop¬ 
erty,  subject  to  any  increase  or  decrease 
resulting  from  the  administration  thereof 
prior  to  return,  and  after  adequate  pro¬ 
vision  for  taxes  and  conservatory 
expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

All  right,  title  and  interest  of  the  Attorney 
General  acquired  pursuant  to  Vesting  Order 
No.  18521  (16  F.  R.  10097,  October  3,  1951) 
In  and  to  the  following  secxurities: 

The  State  of  the  Netherlands  for  the  bene¬ 
fit  of: 


Jeanette  and  Louis  Boas;  L.  S.  Claims  Nos. 
59  and  111;  Cities  Servicd  Company  5/58. 
Debentxire  No.  48661,  and  Kansas  City  South¬ 
ern  Railway  Company  3/60,  Bond  No.  26334, 
all  in  the  principal  amount  of  $1,000  each. 
Norfolk  Ac  'Western  Railway  Company  4/96, 
Bond  No.  15152  in  the  principal  amount  of 
$1,000  and  Bonds  Nos.  4747/8,  In  the  prin¬ 
cipal  amount  of  $500  each. 

Hendrik  Hartogh;  L.  S.  Claim  No.  870 
$3,136.64  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 
Vesting  Order  No.  18521. 

Netherlands  Etabassy,  Office  of  the  Finan¬ 
cial  Counselor.  25  Broadway,  New  York  4,  New 
York. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
July  9, 1957. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Paul  V.  Myron,  . 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[P.  R.*  Doc.  57-5816;  FUed,  July  16,  1957; 
8:54  a.  m.] 


